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The Missouri Historical Review is a quarterly ine de- 
voted to Missouri history, géneal and literature. It is now 
being sent to a thousand members’of the Society. . The subserip- 
tion price is one dollar-a year. ae) 


Each number of the Review contains several articles on Mis- 
souri and Missourians. These articles are the result of research 
work in Missouri history. They treat of subjects that lovers of. 
Missouri are interested in. ‘They are full of new information and 
are not hackneyed or trite. The style of ae pe neaaey is as popular 
as is permissible in a publication’ of this ¢ ter. 

In addition to the ro a, Fe the Review coritains a list of 
books recently polamet by. Missourians or on Missouri, and @- 
list of Missouri historical articles that have appeared in the news- 
papers of the =p oan The last is an aid to teachers, editors and 
writers, and Will ome even more valuable with age. 


Departing from the custom adopted by most historical socié- 
ties, this journal contains reviews of only those books and articles 
that relate to Missouri. This concentration makes possible.a 
more thorough and, to Missouriatis, a more interesting and ‘valu- 
able historical contribution than could otherwise be obtained. 


Missourians. are interested in their State Historical Society. 
The Review appeals to this interest by summarizing the recent ac- 
tivities of the-Society. It also does this of other state-wide organ- 
izations of a historical or patriotic. character. .. Important histori- 
¢al happenings are also chronicled and members of the Society - 
are to make this complete for their section of Missouri.: The 
genera] Missouri items include biographical sketches of individuals 
in public life or of historic: fame. 


Maauseripts and letters on all Missouri subjects of a his- 


torical-or biographical nature are welcome, and will be read and 
decided upon with as little delay as possible. 


All editorial and business conimunications should be addressed. 
to Floyd C. Shoemaker, Secretary, The State Historical Society of 


Missouri, Columbia, Missouri. 
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EARLY OPPOSITION TO THOMAS HART BENTON. 
©. H. McOLURE. 


In February, 1850, Thomas Hart Benton was defeated 
for reelection to the Senate of the United States. The con- 
test in which Benton lost his seat in the Senate has several 
characteristics which make it stand out prominently in the 
history of the State and of the Nation. The passage of the 
Jackson resolutions marks a definite time at which the con- 
test seemed to begin. Two questions which later became of 
great significance to the entire nation—the right of Congress 
to prohibit slavery in a territory, and disunion—were the 
issues. The struggle was marked by one of the most spec- 
tacular and vindictive speaking campaigns in our history. 
The apparent suddenness, the later significance of the issues 
involved, and the spectacular nature of the contest seem to 
have satisfied all investigators that the overthrow of Benton 
was to be attributed entirely to this contest and the issues 
involved in it. Thus Meigs, Rogers, and Roosevelt, the 
three biographers of Benton, agree that after his first election 
in 1820 he was elected practically without opposition until 
his defeat in 1850;! while Ray in his “‘Repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise” places the beginning of the contest in 1844, 


‘Meigs, Life of Benton, p. 407f; Rogers, Life of Benton, p. 36; Roosevelt, 
Life of Benton, p. 351. 
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but assigns the annexation of Texas with special emphasis 
on slavery and disunion as the first cause of the Democratic 
schism in Missouri.? 

The purpose of this study is to find the real beginnings 
of the opposition to Benton which culminated in his over- 
throw; also to find the beginnings of the factions in the 
Democratic party in the State and the issues upon which 
the division was made. The Missouri sources show that 
Benton did have trouble in being reelected in 1844 and that 
there was a serious effort to overthrow him; that the domi- 
nant party began to break into factions long before 1844 and 
that the break came upon the currency question which was 
later allied to certain constitutional problems; and finally 
that the Texas issue was seized upon by the already well 
organized opposition to Benton, and effectively used against 
him. This study attempts to present these developments 
as they arose; first the split upon the currency issue, then the 
constitutional problems which were injected into the contest, 
the alignment of factions in 1842 followed by the open assault 
upon Benton, the contest for the control of party machinery, 
and finally the campaign of 1844 which resulted in the elec- 
tion of Benton. 


BANKING AND CURRENCY IN MISSOURI, 1837-1843. 


The purpose of this study is to describe the opposition 
to Thomas H. Benton which attempted and almost succeeded 
in effecting his overthrow in 1844 on the occasion of his fifth 
and last election to the United States Senate. Banking and 
currency were the chief issues in this fight against Benton. 
Therefore, Benton’s policy upon these questions, the local 
Missouri problems connected with them, and the legislation 
and public opinion concerning them must be explained before 
a discussion of the actual fight is attempted. Banking and 
currency were national questions as well as state questions 
and as Benton’s chief work was in the United States Senate 
he looked upon these questions from the national viewpoint. 


Among those opposed to the second United States Bank 
*Ray, Repeal of the Missouri Compromise, pp. 27-71. 
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probably Benton was the only leader who had a clear-cut, 
definite, constructive, currency policy. At any rate he had 
such a policy. Benton’s plan was to divorce the government 
from all banks, to provide for the deposit of the government 
funds at the mints and in subtreasuries, and to encourage the 
use of hard money in every possible way. He believed that 
small notes banished silver and gold from circulation; that 
they were easily counterfeited and circulated among people 
not skilled in detecting counterfeit; and that they threw 
the burdens and losses of the paper money system occasioned 
by depreciation, upon the laboring and small dealing portion 
of the community, who had no share in the profits of banking 
and should not be made to share its losses.* 

Benton failed to get his currency plans adopted by the 
United States government and turned to Missouri as a sort 
of experiment station where he could try out his theories of 
currency. His influence in the Missouri General Assembly 
was all powerful,‘ and his political friends at Jefferson City 
wrote, at least, a part of his ideas concerning a bank into the 
charter of the Bank of Missouri. One clause prohibited the 
issue of notes of a less denomination than ten dollars. The 
capital stock was to be five million dollars, and one-half was 
to be reserved for the use of the State. The bank was to 
be managed by a president and twelve directors. The presi- 
dent and six of the directors were to be elected by the General 
Assembly every two years.’ The charter provided that the 
bank should furnish the governor a statement of all its affairs 
semi-annually; that the governor should, after the August 
election, appoint a committee of three newly elected members 
of the General Assembly, not stockholders in the bank, who 
should examine the bank and report its general condition to 
the General Assembly when it convened;® and that either 
house of the General Assembly might appoint a committee 
to investigate the affairs of the bank.? The charter also 
contained the following clause: ‘Whenever said bank shall 


*Thirty Years’ View, I. p. 158; Meigs, Life of Benton, p. 260. 
‘Darby, Personal Recollections, p. 181. 

‘Charter of the Bank, Mo. Session Acts, 1836-37, pp. 12-28. 
*Ibid., Sec. 43. 

1Ibid., Sec. 55. 
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stop specie payment, the charter shall cease and determine; 
and it shall be- placed in the hands of trustees appointed by 
the governor to settle the affairs of the bank.’’ From the 
above provisions of the charter of the bank two conclusions 
are evident; first, that the governor and General Assembly 
thru the power to elect officers, require statements and 
appoint investigating committees, could control the general 
policy of the bank; second, that the very existence of the 
bank required that it should not suspend specie payment. 
On the 9th day of October, 1839, the banks of Phila- 
delphia suspended specie payment. They were followed by 
all the banks of the South and West except the Bank of Mis- 
souri. On November 12th the directors of the Bank of 
Missouri met and passed a resoiution “That the bank will 
in the future receive from and pay only to individuals her own 
notes and specie or the notes of specie paying banks.” ® 
There was a general movement of specie to the East and the 
notes of the Bank of Missouri together with all the specie 
available were not sufficient to meet any considerable amount 
of the merchants’ obligations daily falling due. The notes 
of banks of other states formed the greater part of the local 
currency. By this act of the Bank the notes of all suspended 
banks lost their character as money for the payment of debts. 
Great excitement was aroused among the merchantile and 
industrial classes. The emergency was so great that several 
of the wealthier citizens offered to bind themselves legally 
to indemnify the bank for any loss it might sustain by de- 
preciation of the notes heretofore received, if it would rescind 
its action. The directors of the bank held a meeting but 
determined to adhere to their original action. When this 
became known an indignation meeting was called and the 
action of the Bank directors was severely condemned. Reso- 
lutions were adopted recommending that those doing business 
with the Bank withdraw their deposits. As a result many 
of the heaviest depositors withdrew their funds and deposited 
them with some of the insurance companies or other corpora- 
tions. On the opposite side of the Mississippi River and in 


‘Scharf, History of St. Louis, p. 1373. 
*Ibid. 
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territory commercially tributary to St. Louis were numerous 
banks, practically without restrictions and often disregarding 
those which were provided, issuing a great amount of paper 
currency of all denominations.’!° The inevitable result fol- 
lowed. Small foreign bank notes came in in large quantities. 
Clearly, the commercial needs of St. Louis together with the 
legal restrictions imposed upon and by the Bank of Missouri 
created opportunities for lucrative illegal banking. These op- 
portunities were made use of by the so-called insurance com- 
panies and other corporations of St. Louis, and great quan- 
tities of cheap fluctuating currency were forced into circula- 
tion by these institutions.“ In the early forties heavy issues 
of shinplasters (warrants issued by an incorporated political 
body, usually a city or county) further complicated the cur- 
rency questions. There were now so many kinds of paper 
money subject to continual fluctuations that elaborate 
quotations of notes were required, and brokers had a rich 
harvest in negotiating them. The business of these insurance 
companies and brokers was very profitable. They became 
so strong that, it seems, they were enabled largely to control 
the political leaders as well as the press of both political 
parties in the city. In these companies and their following 
is to be found the most determined and deepseated opposition 
to the aggressive hard money legislative program, and es- 
pecially to Benton who was recognized by all as the leader 
of the movement. 

The exclusion from the State of this foreign paper cur- 
rency became the chief object of Benton and his followers in 
Missouri politics. Benton wanted to test his hard money 
theory in Missouri but that was impossible as long as cheap 
paper money from other states could circulate freely. From 
1838 to 1843 at each session of the General Assembly bills 
were introduced for this purpose. The first bill was intro- 
duced by Redman, of Howard county, in 1838. It made the 
passing or receiving of any bank note or paper currency of 
twenty dollars or less (Bank of Missouri notes excepted) a 


1*Knox, History of Banking, pp. 702-747. 
uJefferson Inquirer, Dec. 17, 1840. 
uJ bid., Dec. 30, 1841, Feb. 24, 1842. 
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misdemeanor with heavy penalties attached. It also re- 
quired all money brokers or exchange dealers to pay a license 
of $1,000 annually, and subjected them to a fine of $10,000 
for violation of the act. The bill failed to pass.“ In 1840 
Governor Reynolds in his inaugural address urged the pas- 
sage of such a measure.“ Following this recommendation 
Redman introduced another currency bill similar to his former 
one, but without such severe penalties. However, any 
citizen who passed paper currency was liable to the amount 
passed. This bill passed the House but in the Senate was 
postponed until the next Legislature by a majority of one 
vote.5 In 1842, Houston, of Lincoln County, introduced 
two bills for the purpose of correcting the currency troubles. 
These bills again prohibited the passing of paper currency, 
and any one asking a license for any trade or profession, or 
qualifying for public office was required to take an oath that 
he had not violated this law. These bills were buried in 
committee and in their place two bills were reported back 
by C. F. Jackson. These Jackson bills did not make the 
passing or receiving of paper currency by an ordinary citizen 
unlawful as the previous bills had sought to do. They con- 
fined their penalties to corporations, money lenders, and 
exchange brokers. These bills passed February 17th and 
23rd, 1843." 

The authorship of or at least the responsibility for these 
bills which he never denied was brought home to Benton 
in the following manner. Edward Bates,!’ of St. Louis, later 
Attorney General in Lincoln’s Cabinet, in answer to a letter 
of inquiry from the Palmyra Whig, wrote that it was generally 
understood that Benton was the author of the Redman bill 
of 1838, but that he had no definite knowledge relative to the 
matter. However, he knew that Benton was the author of 
the Houston bills. Houston had told him that Benton had 
written the bills and that afterwards he (Bates) had seen the 


“Redman bill; Printed in The Missouri Register, Apr. 9, 1844. 
“Inaugural Address, House Journal, 1840, pp. 28-33. 
“Missouri Register, Feb. 25, 1841. 

“Mo. Session Acts, 1842-43. 


"Columbia Statesman, Feb. 23, 1844. The letter of Bates is copied from 
the Palmyra Whig. 
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original copies in Benton’s hand writing in Houston’s office 
in Troy. After the appearance of Bates’ letter, the Mis- 
sourian, the Benton paper of St. Louis, made the following 
comment: “It is perfectly well known that Col. Benton 
wrote letters and sent drafts of his bills to his friends at 
Jefferson City, to let them see precisely what his ideas were. 
Those letter and bills were not secrets, but were frank and 
free communications, for the inspection of all who chose to 
see them. They were seen and read generally and with 
more or less alteration were adopted and presented by mem- 
bers.” These bills were designated as “Bills of Pains and 
Penalties” by the Whig and Anti-Benton, or Soft Demo- 
cratic, press. This expression and ‘“‘test oathes,” referring 
to the oaths required by the Houston bills, became the chief 
campaign slogans of the opposition to Benton. 


CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS. 


The question of currency was the really vital political 
issue upon which the opposition to Benton arose in Missouri. 
Other questions were dragged in, but the real alignment came 
on the currency question. To Benton this was the all im- 
portant question of state policy. His political friends in the 
state government took up his side of the question and fought 
it to a successful conclusion, so far as law was concerned, and 
Benton, no doubt, considered himself under obligation to 
them for doing so. On other questions in which he was not 
personally concerned Benton incurred bitter opposition for 
the sake of his political friends who had aided in securing 
his favorite currency laws. 

These questions were the limitation of the term of judges, 
the reapportionment of representation in the lower house of 
the General Assembly, and the adoption of the district 
system in the election of congressmen. The first two ques- 
tions caused a demand for a constitutional convention. The 
life term of the judiciary was contrary to the ideas of Jack- 
sonian Democracy which demanded that the offices be passed 
around. The constitution created a Supreme Court and gave 
the General Assembly power to create circuit courts, as 
well as inferior courts. The constitution also provided that 
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all judges should be appointed by the governor and should 
hold office for life. The dissatisfaction was chiefly with the 
life term provision. As the judges were all Democrats the 
Whigs were naturally willing to see the life term abolished. 
This argument for a constitutional convention appealed with 
much force to many people. The Democrats tried, too late, 
to amend the constitution and thus remove the question of 
judicial term as a cause for calling a constitutional conven- 
tion. The legislature passed an amendment in 1842 reducing 
the term of the supreme court judges to ten years and all 
others to six years. The amendment contained a clause 
vacating the offices of all judges on the first day of January 
1845.18 Before the amendment could become a part of the 
constitution it had to be passed again by the legislature of 
1844. As its passage would have given the governor the 
opportunity of immediately filling all judicial offices of the 
State, and thus would have given him a chance to reward his 
political friends, the Hards, the Whigs voted solidly against 
the amendment when it came up for second passage, and it 
failed to receive the necessary two thirds vote.'® 

A large and growing body of voters were demanding a 
constitutional convention for the purpose of securing a read- 
justment of representation in the General Assembly. The 
constitution of the State contained the following clause: 
“Each county shall have at least one representative but the 
whole number of representatives shall never exceed one hun- 
dred”’.2° The result of this clause was a growing inequality 
in representation. In 1820 the fifteen counties were repre- 
sented by forty-three members in the House of Representa- 
tives: in sixteen years (1836) the number of counties had 
increased to sixty and the number of representatives to 
ninety-eight. The legislature of 1840-41 increased the 
number of counties to seventy-seven and the number of repre- 
sentatives to one hundred, the constitutional limit. The 
Legislature of 1842-43 created nineteen new counties and as 
each county had to have one representative, the next legis- 


1*Laws of Missouri, 1843, p. 9. 


**Mo. House Journal, 1844-45, pp. 296-297; Senate Journal, 1844-45, 
pp. 99f., 108. 
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lature in making the apportionment was compelled to reduce 
all counties to one representative except Platte, which was 
given two, and St. Louis, which was given four. The in- 
equality of representation was now so great that Caldwell 
county with a total population of 1583 had one representative 
while Boone county with a total population of 14,290 had 
only one representative, and St. Louis county with a popula- 
tion of 47,668 had only four, or approximately one repre- 
sentative for each 12,000 persons. This inequality tended to 
become greater as the population of St. Louis increased much 
faster than that of the frontier counties." The older and more 
populous counties were usually Whig. The new counties 
were Democratic. The Whigs of the older counties soon 
saw what must happen to them as the number of counties 
were increased. Therefore, as early as 1832 the Whig mem- 
bers began to fight the creation of new counties.” But the 
Democratic majorities in the Legislature together with the 
fact that the new counties were sure to be Democratic made 
their fight a hopeless one from the beginning. 

Upon this question of reapportionment the interests of 
the older and more populous communities caused them to be 
very decidedly in favor of a constitutional convention. The 
frontier counties, however, were afraid a readjustment of 
representation might cause them to be grouped into legis- 
lative districts, and they did not care to lose their individual 
representation. Benton’s political success was naturally 
favored by a large Democratic majority in the legislature, 
but there is no evidence that he objected to a constitutional 
convention on the question of reapportionment. 

The constitutional questions had been of sufficient impor- 
tance to cause the proposition of a constitutional convention 
to be submitted to the people in 1835. The act providing 
for this convention made the county the basis of representa- 
tion in the convention. It was so evident that the Democratic 
frontier counties would be in control that the Whigs and more 


**Constitution of 1820, Art. III, Sec. 2. 

"The Census Report of 1850, p. 655, gives the population of St. Louis 
county 104,978 and Caldwell county 2,176. 

uJefferson Inquirer, Oct. 26, 1843. 
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populous counties defeated the proposition by a vote of two 
to one.* The question of a convention continued to be agi- 
tated until the Legislature of 1842-43 again submitted the 
proposition to be voted on at the August election of 1844. 
This act made the senatorial district the basis of representa- 
tion in the convention. Many Democratic leaders who at 
heart were probably opposed to the convention soon saw 
that it would be impossible to defeat it and, therefore, came 
out for it. The friends of Benton were the last to come over 
and there is no evidence that Benton ever favored the con- 
vention. The vote stood 37,426 for, and 13,750 against the 
convention. The convention met in the fall of 1845. A 
new constitution was drafted and submitted to the people 
at the general election in 1846. It corrected the problem of 
representation by creating legislative districts of the thinly 
populated counties, but the constitution was rejected by a 
majority of about 10,000. The question of districting the State 
for the purpose, of electing members to Congress came to be, 
in its effect upon Benton’s career, of equal if not greater im- 
portance than that of a constitutional convention. The 
Whig Congress had passed an act, 1842, regulating the elec- 
tion of congressmen. This act provided that in each state 
the legislature should divide the state into districts for the 
purpose of electing congressmen. Missouri had been electing 
by general ticket. The greater part of the State officers 
and congressmen had been residents of the central part of 
the State. This was the oldest and most thickly settled 
portion of the state (except St. Louis which was a Whig city 
in a Democratic state and did not get many of the state 
officials) and it would naturally be expected to furnish a 
large proportion of the officials. In the central counties the 
sentiment of the Democrats was very strong against the 
district system,* but in all the frontier sections every one 
emphatically favored districting the state. There had long 
been a feeling in the border counties that the central part 
of the state was controlling everything and getting all the 


Missouri Intelligencer, Sept. 12, 1835. 
“Statesman, Nov. 29, 1844. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Aug. 25, 1842. 
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offices. There was good reason for the feeling. The Demo- 
cratic leaders of Howard, Saline, Cooper, and Cole counties 
had already been designated as the “‘Central Clique” and the 
district question brought the two sections in the Democratic 
party into open conflict. 

These issues of a new constitution and of districting the 
State are of interest in this study because Benton was prac- 
tically compelled to take the unpopular side of both questions. 
His sentiment against paper currency and state banks of 
issue was so strong that upon that question alone, so far as 
his speeches or letters show, he was opposed to calling a con- 
stitutional convention. No doubt his political theories as 
well as his sense of fairness would have caused him to favor 
a convention upon both the question of reapportionment and 
judicial tenure, but he was afraid a convention would do away 
with the constitutional restrictions on banking. In a letter 
to the Democratic Committee of Clay county, dated August 
16, 1843, he said: ‘“The constitution of the state of Missouri 
places some restrictions on the legislative power over the 
creation of banks; they are not sufficient, but few as they are, 
the Paper Money Party are looking to the contingency of a 
state convention to sweep them all away and lay the state 
open to the mad career of free and universal banking.” * 
This statement indicates that he was opposed to a constitu- 
tional convention and gives his reasons, but there is no evi- 
dence that he actively aided the opposition to a convention. 
The question of districting the State for the purpose of elect- 
ing members to Congress was of greater importance to the 
crowd of politicians who posed as Benton’s friends, than the 
question of a constitutional convention. There is no evidence 
that, either from a standpoint of principle or direct personal 
interest, Benton opposed districting the State. In fact, the 
evidence points the other way. Districting as a political 
method was more democratic than the general ticket plan of 
electing congressmen. Benton wasa typical western Democrat 
and from principle should have favored the district plan. 
His enemies claimed that he had favored that principle and 

“Jefferson Inquirer, Dec. 7, 1844. 
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had changed front. For proof they quoted Benton’s report 
of 1826 in favor of choice of Presidential electors by dis- 
tricts.2”7. Why, then, did Benton oppose the district system? 
The only reasonable explanation is that he opposed it not 
because of the principle involved or because of his direct 
personal interests (for he could have had none) but because 
of the personal interests of his political associates in Missouri. 
Prominent among these political friends were Minor, Edwards, 
and Price of Cole county; C. F. Jackson, Dr. Scott, Dr. 
Lowery, Redman, and Rawlins of Howard county; Mar- 
maduke and Dr. Penn of Saline county; and Sterling Price 
of Chariton county. All these men lived in the central part 
of the state and if the state were districted would likely be 
thrown into one district and only one of them would have 
opportunity to go to Congress. They therefor opposed the 
district system because of their personal interests. Benton 
was not concerned personally except so far as his interests 
were bound up with those of his political associates, and as 
will be shown later did not come out on the district question 
until he was compelled to do so. 


ORGANIZATION OF FORCES—HARDS AND SOFTS. 


After this analysis of political conditions and issues it is 
possible to discuss the origin and development of the so- 
called “Soft” faction in the Democratic party; a faction at 
first opposing the rigorous restrictions on banking and small 
notes, later advocating constitutional changes, but soon 
developing into the open personal attack on Benton which 
is the subject of this study. After the action of the Bank of 
Missouri of November 12, 1839, refusing to receive or pay 
out the currency of suspended banks, the excitement ran 
high for several days and uncertainty prevailed everywhere. 
The Whig press was especially active in the agitation. The 
Democratic organ, The Argus, sustained the Bank in its 
action. The Bank was a partisan institution. Its president 
and the directors appointed by the State, who were in the 
majority, were all Democrats, elected by a Democratic legis- 

Thirty Years’ View, Vol. I, pp. 78-80. 
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lature, and naturally felt in some degree responsible to the 
body which elected them. One of these directors, A. R. 
Corbin, was proprietor of The Argus. A few days after the 
Bank passed its currency resolution, Corbin sold The Argus 
to A. J. Davis. The Argus continued its policy of defense 
of the Bank’s action. Thus the action of the Bank and the 
problems growing out of it were considered by all to be 
political questions. The excitement, uncertainty, and busi- 
ness depression was used by the Whigs as political capital. 

The city election in the spring of 1840 gave the first 
opportunity for the Whigs to turn the popular indignation 
against the Bank to political advantage. For two months 
preceding the election The Republican (Whig) attacked the 
Democratic party almost daily on some phase of the currency 
question. The Redman bill was declared to be the issue of 
the contest in the city election.2* One editorial said, ‘Re- 
member that Col. Benton is determined to pass his currency 
bill at the next session of the legislature” and then proceeded 
to advocate the election of a City Attorney who would not 
enforce its provisions. The Democrats conducted an active 
campaign in defense of the Bank and against depreciated 
currency. John Smith, President of the Bank, took a 
prominent part. It was during this campaign before the 
city election of 1840, that the first defection from the Demo- 
cratic ranks was noticeable. Mr. B. Lawhead, a well known 
Democrat, addressed a Whig meeting. Discussing his defec- 
tion The Republican said, ‘‘But a short time since he was the 
main pillar of the administration. He was the owner and 
chief support of The Argus, and has probably rendered the 
administration more service than any other individual 
citizen. He has come boldly out against the measures of 
his party.” 2° 

By May 1840 enough Democrats were dissatisfied with 
the currency policy of the party to form a faction and hold 
public meetings. At one of the meetings of the ‘“Softs,” 
the “Hards’” turned out in force. Lawhead and Wm. P. 


Darnes spoke for the Softs, and Riley and Trotter for the 


“St. Louis Republican, March 13, 1840. 
St. Louis Republican, Mar. 25, 1840. 
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Hards. Thos. B. Hudson, who had been the Democratic 
candidate for City Attorney, refused to respond. The Argus 
refused to publish the proceedings of the meeting, but made 
a personal attack on Darnes.*® Darnes met Davis, the pro- 
prietor of The Argus, on the street and killed him. For the 
deed he was fined $500. Soon after Davis’ death, A. B. 
Corbin became proprietor of The Argus for the second time. 

In the summer of 1840 when Benton returned from Wash- 
ington he seems to have taken some part in the discussion 
of local political affairs. The Republican said, ‘“The Colonel 
finds, ‘city expenditure, additional courthouses, spurious 
banking, small notes’ and last but not least ‘recreant Demo- 
crats.’ The burden of his song relates to city expenditures 
and unconstitutional, spurious banking which is carried on 
within the city.” ** The above expressions appear to have 
been taken from a speech which Benton made just before his 
departure, according to the Republican, ‘‘for the upper 
country for the purpose of winding up the legislature for 
another year, should it not be incompatible with his other 
engagements.” ** Benton arrived at Jefferson City in the 
early part of October and on the 8th addressed a large dele- 
gate convention, the great rally of the presidential campaign. 
This speech was chiefly upon the currency question and was 
one of Benton’s greatest speeches upon that subject. Three 
years later when the conflict between the Softs and Hards 
had become well developed this speech was published by the 
Jefferson Inquirer for campaign purposes.* Benton said: 
“The currency question is the great question of the age.” 
He stated that those who had struck down the second Bank 
of the United States had put in its place the constitutional 
currency, gold and silver; that in order to accomplish this a 
number of acts had been passed, namely: The repeal of the 
act of 1819 against the circulation of foreign silver, the act 
correcting the ratio between silver and gold, the act creating 
branch United States mints, the act which excludes small 


**Edwards, Great West, pp. 370f. 

"St. Louis Republican, Sept. 30, 1840. 
"Ibid. 

“Jefferson Inquirer, Aug. 31, 1843. 
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notes—all under $20 from the receipts and disbursements 
of the government, and the act creating a United States 
treasury. But yet other measures were necessary to complete 
the great object. One was to suppress all paper money under 
$20. This had been attempted but had not yet been ac- 
complished. He continued: “Let every state suppress within 
its own limits the circulation of all paper under twenty dol- 
lars. I repeat it the currency question is the great question 
of the age, it absorbs and swallows up every other; the Democ- 
racy must purify and protect it; they must save labor, 
industry, and commerce from the depredations oi depreciated 
paper; they must stop the banks from suspending when they 
please and resuming when they please; tiiey must reduce 
corporations as well as individuals to the subordination of 
the law; they must maintain the specie circulation; they 
must do all these things or surrender the government both 
state and federal. They will lose all power if they do not 
and what is more they will deserve to lose it.” This speech 
coming as it did just before the meeting of the General 
Assembly, which convened the third Monday in November, 
became the keynote to the policy of the legislature. Col. 
Benton remained in Jefferson City and vicinity until he had 
to start for Washington if he were to get there for the opening 
of Congress. His political opponents claimed that he was 
using undue influence with the legislature, outlining its work, 
and directing its leaders.™ 

The legislative program upon the currency and related 
problems was quite ambitious. The course of the Bank in 
repudiating the notes of suspended banks was approved by 
resolution, and legislative sanction was also indicated by re- 
electing John Smith president of the Bank.* A resolution 
providing for a committee to investigate the business of the 
insurance companies was passed. A law was enacted taxing 
brokers and exchange dealers on all bills, notes, money or 
property handled or held in trust for citizens of other states.*” 


“Benton said that individually he preferred to make one hundred dollars 
the limit instead of twenty. 


“St. Louis Republican, Nov. 18, 1840. 
*House Journal, 1840, pp. 116-118. 
"Jefferson Inquirer, Dec. 24, 1840. 
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The Redman currency bill was passed in the House and 
lacked only one vote of passing the Senate. But probably 
the most important of all these measures in its immediate 
effect was the act amending the act of incorporation for St. 
Louis. This act was introduced by Redman, of Howard 
county, and pushed thru over the protest of the delegation 
from St. Louis. This act changed the ward boundary lines 
of the city to favor the Democrats and removed all property 
qualifications for suffrage in city elections. The corre- 
spondent of the St. Louis Republican was expelled from the 
privilege of going within the bar of the House because he had 
condemned the act in strong language.*® The other city 
papers allowed the Republican to use their correspondence 
and all the papers of the city, Democratic as well as Whig, 
condemned the action of the legislature° Thus the an- 
tagonism between St. Louis and the State government was 
intensified and public opinion tended to become unified con- 
cerning all subjects upon which there was a difference of 
opinion between the city interests and the central govern- 
ment. The changes in ward boundaries and the enlarged 
city electorate gave the Democrats a chance in the city 
election of 1841. Corbin, Democrat and editor of The Argus, 
was elected to the city council. The Republican, Whig, 
commenting on Corbin’s election, said, ‘Other circumstances 
than mere party strength elected him and we hope that 
other than mere party considerations will govern his action.” * 
The Jefferson City Inquirer quoted the above comment and 
said, “Other circumstances had reference to the currency 
problems.”’ @ 

In December, 1840, The Argus began to change front on 
the currency question and was attacked for its desertion of 
Democracy by The Inquirer and the Boonslick Democrat.“ 
In the editorial discussion which followed it was made clear 
that the St. Louis paper was shifting its position on the 


**Laws of Missouri, 1840-41, pp. 129-141. 
"St. Louis Republican, Jan. 11, 1841. 
*“Tbid., Jan. 12, 1841. 

“St. Louis Republican, Apr. 7, 1841. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Apr. 15, 1841. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Dec. 17, 1840. 
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currency and banking problem in general. The Argus was 
not alone among St. Louis Democrats in this movement. 
Early in 1841 the directors of the Bank of Missouri rescinded 
the order of November 12, 1839, and from that time on the 
Bank dealt in the paper currency of other banks.“ The 
attitude of many Democrats in St. Louis was probably like 
that of General Miller, the Democratic postmaster, evidently 
not a man unfriendly to Benton else he could not have held 
that position. When he was removed by the Tyler admin- 
istration in 1841, The Inquirer commented thus, ‘‘We are 
not afraid to say that a respectable number of Democrats 
(not oil and water men) were ready to sanction the removal 
of General Miller, not that he was either a drunkard or a 
gambler, but that among other reasons he was suspected of 
being neither a Whig nor a Democrat.’’“ As early as April, 
1841, The Inquirer had suggested the need of another Demo- 
cratic paper in St. Louis, in the following language: ‘Our 
candid and deliberate opinion is that the Democracy of St. 
Louis and the whole state, owe it to themselves, to establish 
another press in the city.” “ This suggestion was approved 
by most of the Democratic press of the state. On August 
26, 1841, The Inquirer said, ‘‘Altho The Argus hangs on the 
name of Col. Benton, our friends will ere long find, what we 
last winter proclaimed, that he is an enemy in disguise.” 
On the other hand The Argus attacked Governor Reynolds, 
Dr. Lowery, The Inquirer, the Boonslick Democrat, and others 
of the “Central Clique.” In the fall of 1841 Corbin sold 
The Argus to Shadrick Penn, Jr., who changed its name to 
the Missouri Reporter. Penn was an editor of long experience 
who had moved from Louisville, Kentucky. The Reporter 
was welcomed by the Democratic press of the state, and for a 
time appeared to try to cultivate friendly relations with the 
up-State Democracy and carefully avoided any reference to 
the Central Clique. Penn even went so far as to publicly 
repudiate Corbin who was a candidate for Congress.“7 The 


“St. Louis Republican, Mar. 13, 1841, 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 24, 1841. 
“Tbid., Apr. 8, 1841. 

“Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 20, 1842. 
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currency question seemed to drop out of politics so far as 
St. Louis was concerned. Nativism sprang up there. The 
Whig party became hopelessly divided. The Democrats 
carried the city in April 1842, and in August they elected one 
senator and five out of seven representatives to the State 
legislature. Such a victory could be won only by selecting 
men who could be trusted to reflect the popular sentiment 
toward the most vital public question of the day—that of 
banking. In St. Louis that was the side of liberal construc- 
tion of the banking and corporation laws. Evidence that 
these men were liberal in their views on banking and cor- 
porations is found in the fact that both the men and the 
issues upon which they were elected were displeasing to Col. 
Benton.** 

A Democratic delegation with liberal views on the cur- 
rency could be of greater service to St. Louis in a Democratic 
legislature than could a Whig delegation. The opportunity 
for this service came on the election of the president and 
directors of the Bank. As noted above, soon after the legis- 
lature adjourned in 1841, the Bank by vote of its directors 
decided to receive deposits of depreciated currency. The 
Hard money Democrats of the State were opposed to that 
policy of the Bank and decided to elect to the presidency 
Dr. Penn, of Howard county, a Hard money Democrat whom 
they were sure they could trust. The St. Louis Democrats 
were much averse to a Hard money man from the country 
and determined to elect Kenneth, one of the directors who 
had voted to receive the depreciated currency. C.F. Jackson, 
of Howard county, led the fight for the Hards and Thos. B. 
Hudson led the St. Louis delegation. Hudson forced the 
issue and Jackson played for delay. The test vote came on 
a resolution of Jackson’s which provided for an investigating 
committee and put off the election until the committee would 
have time to report. This resolution was defeated by a vote 
of 42 ayes to 86 nays.*® 

This was the first definite conflict between the Hards 
led by a group of men dubbed by their opponents the ‘‘Cen- 


“Penn's Letters, Missouri Register, Nov. 14, 1843. 
“House Journal, 1840, pp. 100-102. 
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tral Clique” and the Softs led by Hudson of St. Louis, English 
of Cape Girardeau, Ex-Governor Boggs of Jackson county, 
Ellis of Clinton county, and Wells of Lincoln county. Con- 
spicuous among the leaders of the Central Clique were C. F. 
Jackson, J. J. Lowery, Dr. Scott, Redman, and Governor 
Reynolds, all of Howard county; and in addition to these, 
sometimes called the Fayette Clique, Dr. Penn, Marmaduke, 
and Sterling Price should be mentioned. The Jefferson 
Inquirer became the champion of the Hards, and the Missouri 
Reporter of St. Louis was the leading newspaper of the Softs. 

Until the fight over the election of the president of the 
Bank, the Inquirer and The Reporter had maintained friendly 
relations, but the Reporter now came out openly and con- 
demned the Central Clique in even stronger terms than The 
Argus had used. The Inquirer replied editorially: ‘War 
has been declared by the press of St. Louis both Whig and 
Democratic, and it is a war in favor of small notes, against 
hard money; in favor of shinplasters and swindling shops, 
against half eagles and Benton mint drops; and every member 
of the legislature who does not bow in submission to the coali- 
tion will be marked for proscription at the next election. 
Their hate extends from Benton to every member who does 
not obey implicitly the commands of their St. Louis masters. 
We say to the Democracy of the state every man to his post.’ 
The fight was now on in dead earnest. The Reporter struck a 
popular chord in advocating districting and a constitutional 
convention. The blows of Penn began to tell. Something 
had to be done or the Hards would be overthrown. Col. 
Switzler, editor of the Statesman (Whig), in commenting upon 
a Democratic mass meeting in Clinton county which had pro- 
posed David R. Atchison for governor said: ‘This will prove 
serious and annoying to the Central Clique,’’ and referring 
to Penn, “He will either whip them into open advocacy of 
his doctrine or he will guillotine every mother’s son of them 
from his excellency down.” © 

After the Bank election the factional contest opened up 
as a newspaper fight. The Democratic press of the state 


‘Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 5, 1843. 
“Statesman, Apr. 21, 1843. 
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began to take sides either with the Reporter or the Inquirer. 
New papers were started at strategic points by both factions 
and efforts were made by each to overthrow the presses of 
the other. Penn by pushing the constitutional questions 
and districting to the front secured the support of several 
papers in the border of the State. The Soft press of the 
state included, in addition to the Reporter, the Ozark Eagle, 
at Springfield, the Liberty Banner, in Clay county, the Grand 
River Chronicle, at Chillicothe, the Osage Yeoman, at Warsaw, 
and the Missouri Register, at Boonville. The unquestioned 
Hard papers were the Jefferson Inquirer, the Boonslick Demo- 
crat, in Howard county, the Fayette Democrat, in Howard 
county, the Paris Sentinel, the Western Missourian, in Jack- 
son county, the Boonville Argus, and the Missouri Standard 
(later the Missourian), in St. Louis. The Liberty Banner 
and the Osage Yeoman (Soft) and the Missouri Standard and 
the Boonville Argus (Hard) were established during the year 
1843. 

Such was the political condition in Missouri when Col. 
Benton arrived from Washington in the summer of 1843, 
and threw the great weight of his influence into the contest 
on the side of the Hards. During the summer Benton made 
his usual trip to the central part of the state. After his visit 
to Warsaw the Osage Yeoman (Soft) announced in an editorial 
that Benton was in favor of the districting system. Benton, 
as soon as he saw the editorial, made the following announce- 
ment over his signature dated August 23, 1843, which was 
published and copied in practically all the papers of the 
state: “Justice to my political friends (against whom my 
imputed opinions are quoted) requires me to notice a state- 
ment in the Osage Yeoman in which opinions are attributed 
to me which I never expressed, as that I was in favor of the 
district system—that Col. Johnson would take the western 
states, etc. The editor of the Yeoman has been misinformed 
and I deem it my duty to say so as an act of justice to my 
political friends, seeing the use which is made of this erroneous 
statement against them.’’® This is all the part that Benton 


took in the contest on the district question so far as the records 
Statesman, Sept. 1, 1843. 
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show, but from this time on the Softs had a great deal to say 
about his opposition to districting. 

On Benton’s return to St. Louis he wrote a number of 
letters in which he made suggestions concerning the factional 
fight within the Democratic ranks. These could leave no 
doubt in the minds of Penn and his followers as to Benton’s 
attitude toward them. For instance in his Palmyra letter of 
September 16, declining an invitation to visit the city, he 
said: “Your allusions to insidious and disguised enemies of 
the party are just and true. I have long scen their designs 
such as you describe them; and time will soon verify all that 
you have said. But no matter. Underhanded enemies 
cannot flourish in Missouri. The spirit of the country is 
high, and requires an open foe and a manly contest. To make 
war upon a party while professing to belong to it,—to under- 
mine public men while professing to support them—to foment 
division while preaching union, to kiss Tylerites and Whigs 
while biting Democrats, is a specie of warfare of recent im- 
portation among us, and which can have but a brief existence 
in our generous clime.’’ Also under date of September 16, 
Benton wrote his letter to the Clay county committee 
(quoted above) in which he took a position against a con- 
stitutional convention because of the danger of sweeping 
away the restrictions on banking. 

A Hard Democratic paper, the Missouri Standard, 
which had been started in St. Louis in the spring of 1843, 
had never attained sufficient circulation to make it effective. 
Benton and the Hard faction started a new paper in its 
stead, the Missourian, under the management of Van Ant- 
werp, an editor from Iowa. Benton wrote a strong letter of 
recommendation for Van Antwerp and urged Democrats in 
all parts of the State to support the new paper. This letter 
was published and widely copied by the press both Whig and 
Democratic. The Missouri Register (Soft) and the Statesman 
(Whig) claimed that it was scattered over the State under 
Benton’s frank. These letters, together with Benton’s 
statement in answer to the Osage Yeoman (quoted above) 

**Missouri Register, Oct. 3, Dec. 18, 1843; Statesman, Sept. 29, 1843. 
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declaring that the Yeoman was mistaken in quoting him as 
having favored districting, put him at the head of the contest 
against the Softs, put new vigor into the Hards, caused a 


closer alignment, and brought Penn out in the open against 
Benton. 


CONTEST FOR PARTY CONTROL. 


Benton’s emphatic support of the Hards and the Central 
Clique left the Softs no choice except submission or open 
opposition to Benton. The Softs at heart had probably 
been opposed to Benton for sometime, but had dreaded the 
effect upon the public of an open breach with him. A few 
of the bolder ones among them had declared openly against 
him, and it was no doubt true that some adhered to the Soft 
faction not because of their views upon the currency but 
because of their feeling of hatred to Benton whose speeches 
and well known views upon the money question made him 
the logical leader of the Hards. The position of The Ozark 
Eagle, it seems, is to be explained in this way. A deep seated 
antagonism to the Central Clique and to Benton in particular 
appears to have existed at Springfield as early as 1840." 

In addition to Col. Benton’s strong and open support of 
the Hards there was one other event, which occurred in 
November, 1843, which probably exercised a determining 
influence upon the contest. Dr. Linn, United States Senator 
from Missouri and colleague of Col. Benton, died and Governor 
Reynolds thus suddenly found at his disposal the office of 
United States Senator. The Northwest was at that time 
one of the most rapidly growing sections of the State and a 
strong anti-Central Clique and Soft sentiment existed there. 
David R. Atchison, of Clinton county, the most popular 
man of that section, from all the evidence as will be shown 
later, a Soft and no doubt at heart an anti-Benton man, was 
appointed United States Senator to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of Senator Linn. In this appointment Gov- 
ernor Reynolds who was accused by the Softs of being the 
head of the Central Clique made it appear that there was 

‘Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 27, 1842. 
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no such organization by going to the border of the State 
and selecting a leader of the opposing faction for the highest 
position within the gift of the people of Missouri. More 
important than the general effect and appearance was the 
fact that in this appointment Governor Reynolds spiked 
the guns of Atchinson and his friends and if he did not make 
them supporters of Benton, he at least put them in a posi- 
tion where they could not afford to openly oppose him. 

On October 24, 1843, Penn, the editor of The Missouri 
Reporter, began the publication of a series of open daily letters 
to Benton.™ In these letters, eight in number and each 
four or five columns in length, Penn came out openly against 
Benton; reviewed his own and Benton's positions on public 
questions in the past, the St. Louis situation, the work of the 
Central Clique, and the issues of the contest. Much atten- 
tion was given to the Central Clique and Benton’s connection 
with it, and his obligation to it was clearly shown. The 
constitutional questions, the districting question and the 
currency question were given much space and were well 
handled from the Soft point of view. The chief feature of 
the letters, however, was a direct personal attack upon 
Benton. He was compared to Louis XIV of France, de- 
nounced as a political dictator and a tyrant of the worst 
sort, and accused of being responsible for the schemes and 
slates of the Central Clique. On questions of national 
policy, especially the currency, Benton was accused of having 
borrowed all his ideas from Calhoun. 

In conclusion Penn intimated that Benton’s wonted 
decision of character had deserted him, that should his clique 
friends advise him to back straight out of State politics and 
cease to play the dictator, he would prove discreet and tame 
enough to do so. They would long since have tendered such 
advice to him but for their selfish desire to use his power to 
enable them to monopolize the offices of the State. This 
had been the secret of their past devotion to Benton and it 
was the cause of the fervor of their faith in him. If they had 
sung hozannas they were inspired by ambition and not by 
love, and as the prospect of aggrandizing themselves by the 

“Copied in the Missouri Register, weekly, November and December, 1843. 
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use of Benton’s name might diminish, their songs of praise 
would gradually die away. Penn advised Benton to look to 
those whom he had regarded as faithful to the cause in Morgan 
and Howard counties and closed his characterization of 
Benton’s Clique friends as follows: ‘Finally, when rode down 
by the charlatans in whom you confide they will be the first to 
forget the good that you have done, and the most active and 
malevolent in exposing and condemning your errors and trans- 
gressions. Like your special friend of The Globe they regard 
all minorities as anti-democratic, and whenever you cease to 
command a majority of the state, their peculiar principles 
will compel them to denounce you right or wrong, as a re- 
creant and a traitor. Mark this prediction. It may be 
verified sooner than you expect.” 

The publication of Penn’s letters gave a renewed impetus 
to the factional fight and turned the emphasis from the cur- 
rency and other issues to the personality of Benton. The 
two factions still called each other Hards and Softs but in 
reality they became Benton and Anti-Benton factions. 

There are four principal lines of evidence which throw 
some light on the factional struggle during the winter of 1843- 
44. 

First, the press of the State, especially the Democratic 
press, was full of editorials. These were partisan in varing 
degrees, but usually quite bitter. The Whig press, although 
it professed to stand aloof, was certainly characterized by a 
strong Anti-Benton tone. In February, 1864, there were 
twenty-four political papers published in the State. Four- 
teen of these were Democratic.® Of these fourteen, five 
were certainly anti-Benton, six were undoubtedly Benton 
papers. Strenuous efforts were made by each side to support 
its own press and if opportunity offered to overthrow the op- 
position papers. With the publication of the Penn letters 
the Democratic press took a more definite position. The 
Benton papers had insisted for nearly a year before Penn’s 


letters were published that the real issue was ‘“‘Benton or no 
Benton.”’ 57 


‘Statesman, Feb. 2, 1844. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Sept. 21, 1843. 
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Second, since 1840 there had been a gradual and fairly 
rapid growth of political organization. But this was accom- 
panied by considerable opposition, sometimes violent, from 
those known as independents, who did not believe in political 
machinery and organization. This growth of political ma- 
chinery took place in both parties but was more rapid and 
popular in the Democratic than in the Whig party. Neither 
side seemed to understand the real value of the machinery 
of the party organization that had been built up. In 1840 
there were no permanent committees. Campaigns had to 
be started by the newspapers. Usually one paper suggested 
a meeting or convention. If the suggestion met with the 
approval of the other editors in the territory concerned they 
copied and recommended the meeting. The press then got 
behind the convention and pushed it, and urged county or 
township meetings, to organize and to elect delegates. This 
condition probably accounts for the great importance at- 
tached to the press by all the politicians of the period. Com- 
mittees of correspondence were appointed after the news- 
papers had started the movement, but their duty ended with 
the election as did the State Central Committee, which was 
simply a committee appointed from a few counties in the 
central part of the State, usually Howard, Cooper, Boone, 
Cole and Callaway.* In 1841 a movement was begun, prob- 
ably by the Central Clique, having for its purpose the organi- 
zation of the democracy along the lines of the party organiza- 
tion in New York. This movement grew rapidly and by 
the spring of 1844 the Democratic party had a permanent 
organization in nearly all the counties of the state with 
standing committees very similar to those of political parties 
of today. 

Third, the sentiment of the rank and file of the democ- 
racy of the State may be found by examining the reports 
of the county meetings held in the winter of 1843-44 for the 
purpose of electing delegates to the State Convention. As 
soon as “‘Benton or no Benton” had come to be acknowledged 
by all as the real issue, the Hard papers began to refer to the 
constitutional convention, districting, and even the details 

**Missouri Register, Oct. 22, 1840. 
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of the currency bills, meaning the penalties, as mere matters 
upon which Democrats might honestly differ. The real question 
at issue was the election of the United StatesSenator. Missouri 
must stand by her distinguished statesman. To be disloyal 
to Benton, according to these papers, was to be a traitor to 
the party. This change of emphasis gave the Hards a great 
advantage. There was a real contest in nearly all the coun- 
ties of the State, so that the resolutions passed meant some- 
thing. The Central Clique undoubtedly had their lieutenants 
in most of these counties and probably half a dozen men 
attempted to call the meeting, get themselves elected as 
officers and committeemen, adopt a cut and dried set of reso- 
lutions, and have: themselves sent as delegates to the State 
Convention at Jefferson City, but the fight became too hot 
for that sort of thing to work well. Both sides played at 
the same game and then it became a question of getting out 
the vote. Each man in most instances had an opportunity 
to vote for the kind of resolution that he wanted on the 
question at issue. While one side usually elected the chair- 
man and controlled the committee on resolutions, the other 
side was always ready with substitute resolutions on the im- 
portant questions. The real contest for the control and party 
name was fought out in these meetings. Forty sets of these 
county resolutions have been examined. Out of the forty 
only five were radically Soft, while eleven were radically 
Hard; but seventeen showed Soft tendencies, while only 
seven, not radically Hard, showed Hard tendencies. The 
counties which adopted Soft resolutions were St. Louis, Cape 
Girardeau, Clinton, Clay and Lafayette. The Hard counties 
were Howard, Saline, Pettis, Cole, Morgan, Miller, Boone, Cal- 
laway, Randolph, Macon and Washington. A glance at the 
map shows that there was good reason for the charges of the 
existence of a Central Clique. All the radically Hard coun- 
ties except Washington were compactly grouped in the 
center, and in this central territory all the counties were Hard 
except Cooper where The Missouri Register was published. 
There were three Soft strongholds. One was in St. Louis 
where the movement had begun. Another was in the South- 
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east, the home of English, a prominent Soft leader and later 
a candidate against Benton for the United States Senate. 
The third was in the Northwest, the home of Senator At- 
chison and A. A. King, a prominent Soft, a Circuit Judge and 
later Governor of the State. 

In the Northwest the Anti-Clique feeling seemed to be 
stronger than in any other part of the State outside of St. 
Louis. Three of the five counties from which radically Soft 
resolutions were reported were in that section of the State. 
Two of the Soft papers, The Liberty Banner and The Grand 
River Chronicle, were located there. General Atchison, 
without doubt the most prominent man among the Softs, 
lived in Clinton county. Atchison’s later prominence makes 
it advisable to examine the evidence of his Soft tendencies. 
The evidence is largely indirect as there is no statement of 
his position made by himself at this time. There is enough 
indirect evidence, however, to settle beyond any reasonable 
doubt his position. Penn in an editorial asked the editor of 
The Inquirer if he would support any one of a number of men, 
including Atchison, for governor, the men named being Softs. 
The Statesman, a Whig paper, gave an account of a meeting 
held in Clinton county, a radically Anti-Benton county, 
which proposed Atchison for governor; Switzler, the editor, 
in his comments on this meeting said that this would prove 
embarrassing to the Central Clique. In an editorial quoted 
from the Missourian on the districting question, the editor 
said: “‘We will inform the Banner that if the views of that 
paper accord with those of its favorite Senator we have 
reason to believe there will be no material difference between 
us in regard to districting.”’ The fact that Atchison was the 
favorite Senator of the Banner, an open opponent of Benton, 
was significant as was also the evidence of his position on the 
districting question. The New Era,** a Whig paper published 
in St. Louis, said that Atchison was a Johnson man; this also 
is significant though not conclusive; not all Johnson men 
were anti-Benton but most of them were. The Inquirer 
said: ‘‘General Atchison who has lately been appointed to a 
seat in the United States Senate prefers that the iegislature 

**Quoted in Jefferson Inquirer, Nov. 16, 1843. 
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should at the next session district the state.” And again: 
“General Atchison believes Col. Johnson to be the most 
available man for President.’ The Missouri Register, the 
leading Anti-Benton paper outside of St. Louis, said editor- 
ially: ‘‘Hon. David R. Atchison has been appointed to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of Linn. It is a good ap- 
pointment. The judge, unlike Col. Benton, is in favor of 
districting the state for the election of members to Congress, 
is a true and liberal Democrat. We have heard it intimated 
that he was recommended to the governor by Col. Benton 
as a suitable man to be his colleague; if so, the Colonel is 
deceived, for the judge is a Johnson man, goes for the district 
system and against the proscription of any portion of the 
Democratic party, which is more than we can say for Col. 
Benton’’.*° Finally, good evidence is found in the manner 
in which the appointment of Atchison was received in the 
Northwest. A correspondent writing in the Liberty Banner 
after describing the joy in that section over the appointment 
of Atchison said: ‘Governor Reynolds in this act has gone 
far to secure the gratitude of the whole upper Missouri, he 
has acted justly, wisely, and well. He has done more by 
this act, to put down the rising indignation of the people, 
against the so-called Central Clique—he has done more to 
prove that there is no such thing, or that it exists no longer, 
than a thousand semi-official bulletins of The Inquirer. We 
of the upper country hail this as an omen of peace and good 
will.” © 

Fourth, the final contest for the control of the Party 
machinery was fought in the State Convention assembled 
at Jefferson City the first Monday in April, 1844. It is im- 
possible to get the details of the conflict there. They were - 
purposely concealed. In the published report of the con- 
vention no resolution, motion, or measure of any kind that 
failed to obtain a majority vote was mentioned. This action 
was in accordance with a resolution of instruction to the 
secretary of the convention. No record of division on any 
resolution or other question, except the vote on the can- 


*°Missouri Register, Oct. 17, 1843. 
“Liberty Banner, quoted in Jefferson Inquirer, Nov. 16, 1843. 
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didates for governor, involving the relative strength of the 
two factions has been found. All that is certain is that the 
Hards obtained control of the Convention and tabled all 
resolutions relating to districting, constitutional convention, 
currency, etc., and then forbade the secretary to publish 
the record of the vote by which these measures were tabled.” 
The strength of the two factions seems to have been nearly 
equal in the Convention. If the Soft delegations from St. 
Louis and Benton county had not been unseated it is prob- 
able the Softs would have controlled the Convention instead 
of the Hards. As it was, a compromise candidate, Edwards 
of Cole county, a strong supporter of Benton but in accord 
with the Softs on all the State issues, was nominated for 
Governor. The Hards compelled their candidate, Marma- 
duke, of Saline, to withdraw and supported Edwards and 
nominated him over King, Soft candidate from the North- 
west, by a vote of sixty-six to forty-two. The Convention 
refused to take any position on the State questions. So far 
as issues were concerned its resolutions mentioned national 
questions only. The resolutions contained a brief endorse- 
ment of Atchison and the Congressional delegation, which 
Loughborough, a member of the Convention from Clay 
county, said (in an article in the Liberty Banner)® was not in 
the original draft. The principal resolution was the one 
endorsing Benton. It read as follows: ‘Resolved, that the 
public course of Thomas H. Benton, as United States Senator 
from Missouri; his patriotic measures to increase the supply 
of constitutional currency—to establish the subtreasury— 
to graduate the price of public land—to extend and make 
permanent the right of pre-emption—to abolish bounties on 
exports and duties on salt, and to provide for taking posses- 
sion of Oregon—his stern opposition to the increase or ex- 
tension of chartered monopolies—to the fraudulent bank- 
rupt law—his war to the knife on the Bank of the United 
States—his gallant defense and successful vindication of 
President Jackson from the recorded slanders of the Federal 
parties, slanders which on his motion the people of the United 


“Missouri Register, Apr. 16, 1844. 
**Missouri Register, copied, Apr. 30, 1844. 
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States ordered to be expunged, entitle him to the unreserved 
respect, esteem, and confidence of the Democratic party of 
Missouri.’ There was also a clause in the Atchison resolu- 
tion, “‘that we recommend to the Democracy of Missouri 
not to vote for any candidate for the legislature who will not 
pledge himself, if elected, to vote for the election of Thomas 
H. Benton and David R. Atchison as United States Senators 
from Missouri.” 

The proceedings, resolutions, and nominees of the con- 
vention make it clear that the fight was preeminently a ‘‘Ben- 
ton or no Benton” fight. Ona platform that did not mention 
state issues, the Benton men gave the Softs candidates for 
governor and lieutenant governor who had publicly advo- 
cated districting, a constitutional convention, and had pub- 
licly expressed themselves against the penalties of the cur- 
rency bills, and only demanded in return party loyalty, close 
organization and strong support for Benton. But the Hards 
had secured possession of the party name, the title to party 
regularity; and in doing so had obtained an engine of political 
warfare whose power was to receive its first demonstration in 
Missouri in the ensuing campaign. 


CAMPAIGN AND ELECTION, 1843-1844. 


The Democratic state convention adjourned April 4, 
and soon the delegates had carried the story of the convention 
to their home counties. The suppressing in the official pro- 
ceedings of all resolutions and motions which did not carry 
seemed to make little difference so far as the spreading of the 
news of these things was concerned. The Softs who called 
themselves “‘Liberal Democrats’’ immediately began publish- 
ing caustic criticisms of the convention proceedings. Special 
emphasis was placed upon ‘‘Gag law” and the use of the pre- 
vious question. The convention was severely criticised for 
not taking a position upon State issues. It was referred to 
as a “mum” convention and much was made of its mum 
policy. <A third general line of criticism was directed against 
the convention’s attitude toward Benton. 

“Missouri Register, Apr. 16, 1844. 
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While there seems to have been a great deal of dissatis- 
faction among the Democrats concerning the convention’s 
action, yet there was no organized effort to hold a convention 
of the Anti-Benton men. Probably the failure to make any 
effort to hold a convention was due to the fact that the con- 
vention as a method of placing candidates before the people 
was comparitively new and a great many doubted the wisdom 
of it.° Many people considered it similar to the much dis- 
credited caucus, and very likely the Democrats who were 
disgruntled would be appealed to more easily by a ticket 
presented by the personal initiative of the candidates than 
by one put in the field by a hastily called convention. 

Judge C. H. Allen, a strong anti-Central Clique man, 
had announced himself as an independent candidate for gov- 
ernor, at least three months before the convention. Can- 
didates began to announce for the various offices in rapid 
succession as the news of the convention’s action spread over 
the State. So many announced that it became necessary to 
have an understanding among them to prevent more than 
one man from running for the same office. This was ac- 
complished by correspondence and conferences among the 
leading Softs. To arrange the ticket was a very difficult 
task. Sometimes the real leaders were compelled to with- 
draw in order to prevent a multiplicity of candidates. Thus 
Carty Wells, later president of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, who had announced for Congress from the Northeast, 
had to withdraw for Ratcliff Boon.” By the end of May the 
ticket had been arranged. The Missouri Register, the first 
paper to place the ticket at the head of its editorial column 
as the Liberal Democratic ticket, came out, May 22, with a 
full ticket as follows: Governor, C. H. Allen; Lieutenant 
Governor, Wm. B. Almond; for Congress, Leonard H. Simms, 
of Greene county; Thomas B. Hudson, of St. Louis; Ratcliff 
Boon, of Pike county; John Thornton, of Clay county; and 
Augustus Jones, of Washington county. The Missouri 
Register said, ‘‘We place at the head of our column this week 


“St. Louis Republican, Dec. 23, 1843. 
“Ibid. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Apr. 18, 1844. 
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the Independent Democratic ticket as it appears to have 
been settled upon by the Liberal Democratic party of the 
state.” Other candidates soon withdrew and the lines 
became definitely drawn between the two Democratic tickets. 

The Whigs had early decided not to run a State or Con- 
gressional ticket, but to concentrate their efforts upon the 
legislative ticket and attempt to carry the legislature and 
beat Benton. The Whig press assumed the attitude of 
disinterested spectators and repeatedly urged their followers 
not to participate in the contest between the two Democratic 
tickets.*® However, the Whigs generally supported the Soft 
Democratic ticket with the connivance and through the 
direction of the Democratic leaders. 

The Hard Democrats emphatically denied the assertion 
of the Whig and Soft press that the convention was against 
a constitutional convention, against the district system, and 
in favor of currency bills. They declared that the convention 
had not gone on record for or against these questions, but 
had simply refused to consider them as vital issues or tests 
of Democratic principles, that the candidates had been se- 
lected without regard to these questions; but, as a matter of 
fact, both Mr. Edwards and Mr. Young, candidates for Gov- 
ernor and Lieutenant Governor, were in favor of a constitu- 
tional convention and districting, and against the penalties 
and test oaths of the currency bills.7° 

This position practically took away from the Independ- 
ents their issues, and confined them to opposition to Benton, 
the only issue upon which the Regulars would disagree with 
them. The chief arguments of the Regulars were those of 
party loyalty. Treachery, traitor candidates, traitor papers, 
and traitor party were common expressions.”! These profes- 
sions and charges were met by the Independents with charges 
of egotism, dictation, and tyranny against Benton; with edi- 
torials upon “pains and penalties, test oaths, and proscrip- 
tion;’’ with charges of insincerity and hypocrisy against the 


**Statesman, Sept. 1, 1843. 

*Ibid.. Apr. 5, 1844. 

Jefferson Inquirer, Apr. 11, 1844. 
"Missouri Register, June 11, 25, 1844. 
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Hards in their attitude of districting, a constitutional con- 
vention, and currency bills. 

Party organization was used effectively and some re- 
markable changes began to take place. The Grand River 
Chronicle, published at Chillicothe, had all along been with 
Penn, but after the convention it came out for the regular 
nominees and said the Independents would get little encour- 
agement in that section.” Even in St. Louis a meeting 
called by the Penn faction adopted resolutions declaring 
allegiance to the nominees of the Democratic state conven- 
tion. 

The Anti-Benton men claimed that Benton, secretly, was 
not loyal to the national Democratic ticket for which they 
professed great enthusiasm. Benton’s strong preference for 
Van Buren was well known in Missouri. Soon after Polk’s 
nomination Benton wrote a letter to the Missourian, in- 
tending it to be published for the benefit of Polk and Dallas, 
in which he said: ‘‘Neither Mr. Polk nor Mr. Dallas have had 
anything to do with the intrigue which has nullified the choice 
of the people * * * * * and neither of them should be in- 
jured or prejudiced by it. * * * * The people now as twenty 
years ago will teach the Congress intriguers to attend to law 
making and let president making and unmaking alone in 
the future.” ‘The Texas treaty which consummated their 
intrigue was nothing but the final act in a long conspiracy 
in which the sacrifice of Mr. Van Buren had been previously 
agreed upon.”” The Softs attacked Benton’s letter dwelling 
especially upon the words “intrigue” and ‘Congress intri- 
guers.”” In an editorial in The Missouri Register Benton was 
made to say that Polk and Dallas were nominated by Congress 
intriguers. The editor then said: ‘If they are the tools of 
intriguers neither Benton nor anybody else can con- 
scientiously support them. The receiver of stolen goods is 
as bad as the thief.” 


nJefferson Inquirer, May 2, 1844. 
"Missouri Register, June 25, 1844. 
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BENTON AND TEXAS. 


But the chief attacks upon Benton in the latter part of 
the campaign and the ones which seemed to have the greatest 
effect were those directed against his attitude upon the an- 
nexation of Texas. Benton had that western spirit of ex- 
pansion which caused him to resent the loss of a single foot 
of territory and made him always ready to see any territory 
acquired that could be obtained with honor. He had op- 
posed the treaty of 1819, in a series of articles signed Ameri- 
canus and published in the St. Louis Inquirer, because it 
gave Texas to Spain. In another series published in the 
St. Louis Beacon in 1829, signed La Salle, he advocated the 
acquisition of Texas and he always favored the annexation 
of Texas at any time that it could be brought about without 
compromising the honor of the Country. 

In 1844 the Tyler administration negotiated a treaty 
with the republic of Texas which provided for its annexation 
to the United States. The prospect of getting Texas was 
hailed with delight in Missouri, but to the surprise of every 
one, friends and enemies alike, Benton came out against the 
ratification of the treaty. Why he took such a position im- 
mediately became a matter of controversy. His enemies 
claimed that he was actuated by contemptible motives of 
jealousy of Calhoun, and that his arguments against the treaty 
were without a basis of fact. His friends said that the treaty 
was really bad and that Benton had not only the knowledge 
of conditions and the foresight to enable him to see the bad 
features and the motives back of them, but that he also had 
the courage and the manhood to expose them.” Benton 
certainly displayed courage in taking the position that he 
did against annexation at that time. Everyone knew that 
annexation was exceedingly popular in Missouri, and no one 
knew it better than did Benton. He knew also that he had a 
tremendous conflict on his hands in Missouri in which his 
very political existence was at stake. 

Benton said that the treaty was “a scheme, on the part 


of some of its movers, to dissolve the union—on the part of 
™Jefferson Inquirer, July 4, 1844. 
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some others, an intrigue for the presidency—and on the part 
of others a land speculation and a job in script.” He de- 
clared that to ratify the treaty meant war with Mexico. 
He was very much averse to war with Mexico and was es- 
pecially anxious to cultivate friendly trade relations. Prob- 
ably his jealousy of and opposition to Calhoun tended to 
cause him to oppose the treaty; certainly, his knowledge of 
the Spanish land grants and the claims based upon them 
enabled him to see the defects of the treaty in this respect; 
and his ardent devotion to the Union caused him to oppose 
what he thot was a scheme to dissolve it; but no doubt his 
chief reason for opposing the treaty was that it would bring 
on a war with Mexico. In this last objection, at least, later 
events proved that his judgment was correct. The treaty, 
largely thru Benton’s efforts, failed of ratification in the 
Senate of the United States. He then introduced a bill pro- 
viding for the annexation of Texas by a method which he 
said would avoid war with Mexico.” 

But why should Benton be so averse to a war with Mexico? 
He did not ordinarily avoid a fight. No true westerner did, 
and probably the one ambition of his life was to become a 
military hero. His peculiar aversion to war with Mexico at 
this time can only be understood when we view the situation 
from the viewpoint of Benton’s fundamental public policy. 
There can be no doubt but that Benton’s dominant interest 
in public questions was centered around the currency problem. 
Soon after the failure of the Territorial Bank of Missouri, of 
which he had been a director, Benton had taken a strong 
position in favor of gold and silver as the constitutional 
currency of the country; ” he had been the real moving spirit 
behind Jackson in the beginning as well as thruout the fight 
against the second Bank of the United States.” He had 
secured the change of ratio between gold and silver that had 
caused gold to circulate.™ He had suggested and always 
worked diligently for the sub-treasury.”*” He had proposed 


"Congressional Globe, Vol. 13, (Session 1843 and 44) p. 474. 
“Statesman, Jan. 19, 1844. 

"Thirty Years’ View, Vol. I, pp. 15° 

™Laughlin's Principles of Money, pp. 427f2. 

"Thirty Years’ View, Vol. 1, pp. i58ff. 
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to tax the currency of the state banks out of existence.*° In 
a speech, in 1840, which was reprinted in The Inquirer in 
1843, just after he had visited Jefferson City, Benton said, 
“The currency question is the greatest question of the age,” 
and later in the same speech, “I repeat it, the currency 
question is the great question of the age; it absorbs and 
swallows up every other.” And it was his attempt to put 
into practice his currency ideas in the State of Missouri that 
had involved him in a fight to the bitter end for his political 
existence. Benton’s position on the Texas treaty and his 
aversion to the war which he believed would follow its ratifi- 
cation becomes clear when it is viewed from the standpoint 
of its effect upon the currency situation in the United States 
and especially in the West. 

The great obstacle to Benton’s currency schemes was 
the lack of sufficient hard money for circulation. He had 
always claimed that the hard money would come if the small 
notes were not allowed to circulate. Hence, his effort to 
have the legislature of Missouri prohibit under heavy penalties 
the circulation of small notes in Missouri. But if small notes 
were not to circulate gold and silver must be obtained to 
circulate in the place of them. Where was it to come from? 
Benton looked to Mexico for much of it. 

In a speech in the Senate on his bill for the admission of 
Texas he urged as the chief claim for the superiority of his 
bill over the treaty that it would avoid the war with Mexico, 
which the treaty would have caused. After showing that 
such a war would be unjust and dishonorable he said, “Policy 
and interest if not justice and honor, should make us refrain 
from this war. We have, or rather had, a great commerce 
with Mexico, which deserves protection instead of destruc- 
tion. Our trade with this country commenced with the first 
year of her independence—1821—and we received from her 
that year $80,000 in specie. It increased annually and 
vastly and in the year 1835, the year before the revolution, 
this import increased to $8,343,181 on the custom house 
books beside the amounts not entered.“ Our sympathy and 


**Congressional Globe, Vol. 10, (1841-42) 27th Congress, pp. 81ff. 
"Congressional Globe, Vol. 13, (1843-44) pp. 474-497. 
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supposed aid to the Texans lost us the favor of the Mexicans, 
and the imports ran down in seven years to $1,342,817. 
New Orleans, and thru her, the great West, was the greatest 
gainer by this import while it flourished—and of course the 
greatest looser when it declined; and instead of destroying 
the remainder of it, and all commerce with our nearest 
neighbor, by an unjust assumption of war against her, we 
should rather choose to restore this specie import to its former 
maximum and increase it. We should rather choose to cherish 
and improve a valuable trade with a neighbor that has mines, 
and whose staple is silver. Atlantic politicians hot in the 
pursuit of Texas may have no sympathy for this Mexican 
trade, but I have; and it has been my policy to reconcile 
these two objects—acquisition of Texas and the preservation 
of Mexican trade—and, therefore, to eschew unjust war 
with Mexico as not only wicked but foolish.” Benton in his 
letter to the Texas Congress dated May 2, 1844, in which 
he urged the desirability of annexation without war, used 
the same arguments and stressed the import of gold and 
silver into the United States. 

But these as well as all other arguments appeared to 
fall upon deaf ears so far as Missouri Democrats were con- 
cerned. Even The Jefferson Inquirer, probably the strongest 
Benton paper in the state, in the same issue in which it pub- 
lished Benton’s letter to the Texan Congress had an editorial 
a column in length advocating the immediate annexation of 
Texas. The Missouri Register’s columns were full of at- 
tacks upon Benton because of his position on the Texas 
treaty, for three months before the election. He was ac- 
cused of being a traitor to his country and to the West in 
particular, of being in alliance with the British, and of going 
over to the Whigs. The letters of Clay, Van Buren, and 
Benton, all opposing immediate annexation, were compared 
and attacked bitterly, especially that of Benton.” 

Public meetings were held in many places, and resolu- 
tions were passed demanding immediate annexation. C. F. 
Jackson and Judge Rawlins of Howard county, candidates, 
one for the House and the other for the State Senate, and 
“Missouri Register, May 14, 1844. 
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both old political friends and supporters of Benton, and leaders 
in the Fayette Clique, declared publicly in their campaign 
that they ‘‘would not vote for Benton or any other man for 
the United States Senate who was opposed to the immediate 
annexation of Texas.” * The Whigs approved of Benton’s 
course on the Texan treaty, but this Whig endorsement 
served only as a further handicap to Benton in the eyes of 
all good Democrats. 

In the face of all this opposition Benton did not flinch 
or waver on his position. He came to Missouri as soon as 
Congress adjourned and made a speaking tour in which he 
spoke at St. Louis, Jefferson City, Boonville, and other points 
and always explained the Texas question and why he opposed 
the treaty. The speech at Boonville delivered at a great 
Democratic campaign rally July 17, 1844, is typical of his 
campaign speeches during this summer. He first declared 
his personal disinterestedness in the election. He said that 
it was more becoming of him to thank the people of Missouri 
for having elected him four times to the Senate of the United 
States, than to ask for a fifth election, that he was not a 
candidate but that he left his interest in the hands of his 
friends, the Hards. He then proceeded to discuss the Texas 
question and called on all present who had lived in Missouri 
in 1819 to witness that he had been the first to write and speak 
against giving Texas away and the first to suggest annexa- 
tion. He then proceeded in great detail to give an account 
of the making of the treaty of 1819, and fastened upon 
Calhoun the responsibility for giving Texas away. He next 
made an extensive argument against the treaty for annexa- 
tion negotiated by Calhoun, denouncing it as ‘a carefully 
and artfully contrived plan to dissolve the Union.” He fol- 
lowed this with an elaborate argument in favor of his bill 
and the importance of getting Texas without war with 
Mexico, which he said would be accomplished by his measure. 

Benton’s stand on the Texas treaty must have lost him 
a good deal of support. It gave those politicians who were 
getting tired of his leadership, or who were secretly opposed 
to him a chance to come out in opposition to him on a popular 
“Missouri Register, June 11, 1844. 
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question. Probably C. F. Jackson represented one of these 
types and Atchison the other. Jackson openly came out 
against Benton on annexation and declared that he would 
not vote for him if elected to the legislature, but there is no 
evidence that Atchison opposed the reelection of Benton. 
He seems to have stood aloof from the fight after his appoint- 
ment to the United States Senate, but he boldly took a posi- 
tion against Benton on the treaty when it was being con- 
sidered in the Senate. 

At this time the election for State officers and Congress- 
men was held early in August. At this election the regular 
Democratic candidate for Governor, Edwards, was elected 
by a majority of 5621 over the independent candidate, Allen. 
The Whigs elected forty-four members in the House as against 
twenty-six in the previous house. The General Assembly 
now stood fifty-three Whigs and eighty Democrats, a total 
of one hundred and thirty-three members. Sixty-seven votes 
were required to elect a senator. The Democrats had a clear 
majority of thirteen but no one knew how many Democrats 
were Anti-Benton. The Whigs made considerable inroads 
upon the Democratic strongholds especially in the contests 
for members of the legislature. They even secured two of 
the three representatives from Howard county, the home of 
the Central Clique, and it may have been that Jackson’s 
opposition to Benton on the Texas question was what saved 
him. The Missouri Register claimed an Anti-Benton majority 
of four votes.* The Reporter claimed Benton was beaten 
by eight votes. On the other hand The Inquirer claimed 
Benton’s election by from sixteen to twenty votes.* Thus 
the August election did not determine the contest. 

The anti-Benton Democrats redoubled their efforts after 
the election. Every issue of their press was full of attacks 
upon Benton. With the State campaign over, the editorials 
turned more on national issues. All kinds of efforts were 
made to cast reflection on Benton and bring him into disre- 
pute. The charge that Benton was really against the national 


“Missouri Register, Aug. 27, 1844. 
**Missouri Reporter, quoted in the Statesman, Sept. 6, 1844. 
“Jefferson Inquirer, Aug. 16, 1844. 
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ticket was renewed. The Reporter quoted Benton as re- 
plying to a compromise proposition that was made to him at 
the National Democratic Convention at Baltimore to the 
effect that Mr. Van Buren withdraw, by saying, “I will see 
the Democratic party sink fifty fathoms deep into the middle 
of hell-fire before I will give one inch with Mr. Van Buren. 
If we cannot obtain victory with Mr. Van Buren we do not 
want victory and will not have it.’’®” 

Benton was assailed for not living in the State. ‘‘Mis- 
souri,” it was said, “has long been a kind of political prin- 
cipality for him, while his residence has been in: Virginia 
and Kentucky.” ** The violence of the contest was shown 
by personal attacks made on Benton. His vote was chal- 
lenged in St. Louis by a Whig who asserted that Benton did 
not live in the State, and he was compelled to swear that St. 
Louis was his residence. Col. Benton had been a director 
in the old Territorial Bank of Missouri, which had failed in 
1819. Some one got a judgment against the Bank and after 
having failed to get the money had Benton arrested for debt. 
He was compelled to plead privilege from arrest as a member 
of Congress. This was done in 1843 and repeated in Sep- 
tember 1844. The Missouri Register without any explana- 
tion of the nature of the debt said, ‘Col. Benton arrived in 
St. Louis the first of the week and the sheriff served a writ 
for debt on him the next day after he arrived. Is it not 
strange that Col. Benton should be thus used? Certainly it 
is no credit to him, much less to the state of Missouri after 
it has fattened him for a quarter of a century.” ®* Such was 
the character of the attacks made on Benton between August 
first, the date of the election of the legislature, and its as- 
sembly in the latter part of November. 

Petitions were quietly circulated in some counties ad- 
dressed to the legislator asking him to vote for some good 
Democrat instead of Benton.®® One of these was circulated 
in Osage county. A correspondent of The Inquirer said that 


**Reporter, quoted in the Missouri Register, Aug. 27, 1844. 
“Missouri Register, Sept. 10, 1844. 
**Missouri Register, Oct. 1, 1844. 

Jefferson Inquirer, Sept. 26, 1844. 
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what the Softs could not effect by open warfare, he feared 
some more insidious, was endeavoring to effect by strategy, 
which was only Softism in a new form. The former was an 
undisguised attack upon Col. Benton for the avowed object 
of his political destruction; the latter was slyly and subtly 
spreading the poison of disaffection. He said the annexa- 
tion of Texas was the avowed object of the opposition but 
in reality their purpose was the elevation of political in- 
triguers. When the above statements are considered in con- 
nection with C. F. Jackson’s active opposition to Benton on 
the Texas question, and the fact that Osage county was a 
Hard county and had always adhered to the Central Clique 
it would seem that there was not only good grounds for 
questioning Jackson’s loyalty to Benton but also strong 
reasons for condemning his motives for and methods of oppo- 
sition, if the inference that he was the political intriguer in 
whose behalf the papers of instruction were being circulated 
was true. 

In Benton’s speeches on Texas he had always declared 
himself in favor of annexation at the earliest practicable 
moment. Texas meetings where Benton’s friends prevailed 
adopted resolutions using the expression ‘earliest practicable 
moment,” while those meetings where Benton’s friends were 
in a minority used the word ‘“‘immediate”’ in their resolutions. | 
C. F. Jackson addressed a Texas meeting in Randolph 
county (one of the extreme Hard counties that had always 
lined up with the Central Clique), which declared for the 
immediate annexation of Texas, and also organized a league 
(patterned aiter the organization of a political party) for 
the purpose of pushing the immediate annexation without 
the consent of Mexico.*' A great Democratic rally was held 
at Hannibal in October. Benton was there and spoke upon 
the annexation of Texas. He emphasized the necessity of 
acquiring Texas, but also emphasized the desirability of 
keeping peace and building up our commerce with Mexico. 
Later in the day his speech was answered by C. F. Jackson, 

"Ibid. 
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who advocated the immediate annexation of Texas without 
the consent of Mexico.” 

Benton in his Hannibal speech referred to his position 
as being that of a supposed candidate for the United States 
Senate. He mentioned the fact that he had spoken of it 
once before and had said that having been in the Senate for 
twenty-five years he did not ask a fifth election, that he was 
passive and neutral in the question and left the decision to 
his political friends, the Hards.“ He now repeated what he 
to be said at Boonville and said further that it now became him 
to be more explicit, and to say that he should withdraw his 
name from the canvass if he found any dissention or division 
among his friends. He would not be the cause or subject of 
any dissention among them. No such dissention could take 
place without injury to the party—without impafring its 
harmony and unity—without, perhaps, leading to incurable 
division; and this was a consequence he was irrevocably de- 
termined should never take place on his account. He re- 
peated, he would take care to have his name withdrawn if 
there was any division among his friends, the Hards, to whose 
decision, in all other respects he committed his fate.™ 


THE STRUGGLE IN THE MISSOURI LEGISLATURE. 


The Senatorial contest was hanging in the balance. No 
one knew what the result would be. The date for the as- 
sembling of the Legislature was the third Monday in No- 
vember. Neither side was very confident of success. Both 
were on the alert and ready to take advantage of the slightest 
opportunity to secure the defeat of the other. As the date 
of the meeting of the Legislature drew near the political 
tension increased There were reports that Jackson would 
become a candidate against Benton for the Senatorship.™ 
The politicians gathered early, not only the members of the 
Legislature but it appears that the Benton men had as many 
as possible of their influential leaders come to Jefferson City 


"St. Louis Republican, Oct. 5, 1844. 
"Benton's Boonville Speech, published in The Inquirer, July 25, 1844. 
“Benton's Speach at Hannibal Oct. 1, Inquirer, Oct. 17, 1844. 

“St. Louis Republican, Nov. 21, 1844. 
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on one pretext or another and then work for Benton on the 
side. The correspondent of The Republican said that there 
were nearly one hundred men there seeking to be selected as 
messenger to Washington, D. C., to carry the official electoral 
vote, all of them active Bentonians.% There were many con- 
ferences and much caucusing and at this kind of work the 
Benton men proved themselves superior to their opponents. 
What was accomplished by them is best told in the words of 
the correspondent of The Republican. Writing before the 
meeting of the Legislature he said: “Jackson is to be elected 
Speaker. In this there is a double operation. In the first 
place, the election of Mr. Jackson to the office of Speaker 
will buy him off from contending against Col. Benton for the 
Senatorship,—a fear which has been pretty widely enter- 
tained, and in the next place, it once more manifests the 
influence of the Colonel’s favorite measures in the House.*” 
The chief clerkship is to be given to Mr. Houston as a reward 
for the part he played in support of the Colonel’s currency 
measures.” Later he said: ‘The caucus held this morning 
was not harmonious but the offices of speaker, chief clerk, 
etc., were settled. All applicants were required to give a 
pledge to support Col. Benton,—Jackson whose reported split 
with Benton on the Texas question has been so rife goes the 
whole figure.’’ 

The Legislature met on November 18th. Jackson was 
elected Speaker and Houston chief clerk. Thus the Hards 
controlled the organization. After the organization was 
effected a caucus was held in the Senate chamber. Accord- 
ing to the correspondent of The Republican, ‘‘the object was 
to whip the few Softs into the traces and to obtain their 
pledge to support Col. Benton. The meeting was by no 
means harmonious and two or three withdrew refusing to 
pledge themselves. The caucus determined to bring on the 
election at an early day this week. If they can succeed the 
election will probably take place Wednesday or Thursday. 
The opponents of Col. Benton will attempt to procrasti- 


“Tbid., Nov. 22, 1844. 
"St. Louis Republican, Nov. 21, 1844. 
*"*Ibid., Nov. 22, 1844. 
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nate, and if they succeed the Colonel’s election may be 
regarded as doubtful.” 

On the afternoon of the 19th, Senator Fort submitted a 
joint resolution “‘to go into the election of Senator of the United 
States to supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
Senator Linn, and also the election of a Senator to supply 
the place of Hon. Thomas H. Benton, whose term of service 
expires on the 4th of March, 1845, on tomorrow at 2 o’clock 
P. M.” Mr. Ellis, Democrat from the senatorial district in 
which Atchison lived, moved to lay on the table, which 
motion was lost, yeas fourteen, nays nineteen. As there 
were twenty-four Democrats and only nine Whigs in the 
Senate, five Democrats must have voted for the Ellis motion 
to table the resolutions. Ellis then submitted as a sub- 
stitute for Fort’s resolution a resolution favoring the imme- 
diate annexation of Texas. The president decided the sub- 
stitute was out of order. Ellis then moved to amend Fort’s 
resolution by striking out all that portion after the word 
“also.”” The effect of the amendment would have been to 
elect Atchison at the joint meeting and postpone the election 
of Benton. The amendment was lost, yeas fourteen, nays 
nineteen. The resolution was then passed, yeas twenty, 
nays thirteen. 

When the resolution came up in the House, Hough, a 
democrat from Scott county in Southeast Missouri, intro- 
duced a series of resolutions, the purport of which was to 
approve the course of Atchison and to condemn that of 
Benton upon the Texas question. This was an effort to delay 
the action of the House upon the Senate resolution until 
after the time named for the joint meeting, but the Speaker 
decided that as they were concurrent they should lay on the 
table one day before being considered. Mr. McHenry, of 
Bates county, offered the following resolution: ‘That the 
Senate be informed that the House will be ready this day 
at 2 o'clock P. M. to proceed to the election of two Senators 
to the Congress of the United States for the State of Mis- 


Ibid. 
1Senate Journal, 1844-45, pp. 42f. 
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souri.” *! Mr. Davis, a Whig from Howard county, ob- 
jected to the consideration of the resolution as being out of 
order. The Speaker decided the consideration of the resolu- 
tion to be in order, whereupon, Davis appealed from the 
decision of the Speaker to the House and demanded the yeas 
and nays. The Speaker was sustained by a vote of seventy- 
eight to sixteen. Mr. Perryman, Whig from Washington 
county, then moved to adjourn, but the motion was lost by 
a vote of sixty to thirty-seven. Mr. Hough then moved to 
postpone the consideration of Mr. McHenry’s resolution, 
until tomorrow at 2 o’clock P. M., but his motion was voted 
down fifty-five to forty-one and McHenry’s resolution was 
adopted by the same vote. There were forty-four Whig 
members in the House. It will be noted that in no instance 
during the fight to delay the election of Benton did the Whigs 
cast their full vote against the Benton men. 

When the two houses met in joint session Atchison was 
nominated for the short term by Mr. Fort, leader of the 
Benton men in the Senate, and received 101 votes, thirty- 
four more than was necessary. For the long term, Mr. 
Monroe, Senator from the central part of the State, nominated 
Col. Benton; and Senator Anderson, Soft Democrat from St. 
Louis, nominated Thos. B. English, a Soft from Cape Girar- 
deau county. Benton received seventy-four votes, English 
thirty-two, and the other votes were scattered. Benton 
had a margin of only eight votes which in itself is significant 
when it is remembered that the Democrats had eighty mem- 
bers in the legislature, and that Atchison’s margin was 
thirty-four. An analysis of the vote shows that two Whigs 
voted for Benton and eight Democrats failed to vote for 
him, that most of the Anti-Benton Democratic vote was in 
the Senate and came from the holdover Senators and further 
that it came from the Northwest and the Southeast. 

The Anti-Benton forces, clearly, had failed to perfect 
any coalition whereby they could cast their entire vote for 
one man, and their tactics was to secure time for organiza- 


i1nHouse Journal, 1844-45, pp. 38-40. 
imT bid. 
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tion. On the other hand the Democratic organization had 
succeeded in controlling all the newly elected members except 
three. The correspondent of The Republican enumerated a 
number who cast their votes for Benton, but who, he said, 
should have voted against him. Boas, of Ste. Genevieve, 
had instructions from his constituents in his pocket to vote 
against Benton when he voted for him; Buford of Madison, 
French of Dade, McClure of Warren, McHenry of Bates, 
Salmon of Davis, Smith of Clinton, Warren of Camden, 
and Wilson of Van Buren (Bates) were either elected on pledges 
to vote against Benton or as anti-Benton men. Some of 
them, it was alleged, pledged themselves repeatedly on the 
stump to oppose Benton’s reelection.'"* Here are nine men 
most of whom, at least, had been brought to the support of 
Col. Benton thru the pressure of the organization. Indeed 
the power of the party organization was so great that it not 
only whipped the Soft members of the Legislature into line, 
but it prevented any Soft leader of prominence from be- 
coming an active candidate against Benton or even openly 
allowing the use of his name for such a purpose. Thus it 
appears that the party organization saved Benton in 1844. 
The Hard press was jubilant. The papers praised Benton 
very highly. All open opposition seemed to melt away and 
while Benton’s victory was by a very narrow margin it ap- 
peared to be complete. 
10St. Louis Republican, Nov. 25, 1844. 
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HOW MISSOURI COUNTIES, TOWNS AND STREAMS 
WERE NAMED. 
DAVID W. EATON. 
First Article. 


The following series of articles is an atiempt to perpetuate the 
history of the origin of the names of Missouri counties, towns, streams 
and other features. This attempt has many deficiencies the writer is 
well aware, and it would not be undertaken by him, but that an interest 
therein may lead others, better prepared, to add valuable material 
thereto. I must ask at the outset a certain amount of indulgence, for 
errors, when least suspected, creep in, but an honest discussion in the 
public press will result in bringing many new things to light, and finally 
set any mistakes that have been unwittingly made to rights. Any in- 
formation or correction will be gladly welcomed. 

These articles owe much to others, and for the origin of the names 
of the counties I am under obligation to that eminent authority on 
Missouri history, the late Dr. Switzler. With the best of intentions 
of giving credit where credit is due the compiler cannot pretend ta 
enumerate the books and periodicals consulted nor to name the many 
correspondents and persons from whom he has derived help. He has 
drawn on Gannett, Houck, Chittenden, Thwaites, numerous State and 
county histories and many newspapers containing injormation, and 
these have in many cases been extracted word for word. 

In an original tongue and among a primitive people, every place 
name had a significant meaning. They were not arbitrary names. 
It remained for the later, more cultivated and mized races to give ar- 
bitrary names, or to transplant them from some other tongues or some 
other land. The original tribe of Indians living in Missouri has a 
name for all prominent topographic features of the country. In a few 
cases the beautiful Indian names are kept, but the early French explor- 
ers were given to apply their own names and these were afterward 
anglicized, until now they have little resemblance to the original form. 
But fortunately a few have been kept, and they are real proper names, 
as for example, Osceola in St. Clair county. The truest names are 
the ones that describe places, as Dripping Springs and Cedar Gap. 
One difficulty in such names is that they often lead to compound names 
and run counter to the rules of the United States Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

The aborigines always used descriptive names for topographic 
features. Many of the stream names are readily recognized as Indian. 
Some show the early explorers to have been French voyageurs, while 
others, as Brownsville, Smithton and Klondike, indicate their recent 
origin. The aborigine was practical, and to him a name was given for 
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some definite purpose. There were no broad highways then as now, 
and where his dim trail forked no signpost directed his footsteps, no 
nearby house where he could inquire the way. He was forced to depend 
entirely upon himself as to his location. To guide him in the almost 
trackless wilderness he had only as landmarks the most prominent 
features of the topography, as a conspicuous hill or stream, and he 
gave these a descriptive name, to help recall his location, and guide him 
on his return to his wigwam. 

The history of Missouri may be very well traced in its place names. 
First come the Indian names, usually of some stream or topographic 
feature, then the French, who were the first explorers, trappers and traders 
or ‘‘voyageurs’’ as they were called, afterward a few Spanish, followed 
by the American, mized with the foreign element of Irish and Germans. 
Geography and history are very closely interwoven and some one has 
aptly said that the study of the one, to a very great extent, is very inti- 
mately allied with the study of the other. 

Of the one hundred and fourteen counties in the State of Missouri 
ninety-nine have personal, two have state names, four Indian names, 
while the remaining nine are derived from geographical features. The 
Indian names are Moniteau, Nodaway, Oregon and Pemiscot. The 
counties named for some feature are Cedar, Chariton, Gasconade, Iron, 
Mississippi, Osage, Ozark, Platte and Saline. In the above list may 
be included Scotland, named for a foreign country and Oregon, an 
Indian word, but the county of that name was for the State of Oregon, 
and Texas was named for the struggling young Republic of Texas. 
The reason for the greater number of personal names as names of coun- 
ties arises from the fact that the Legislatures of Missouri tried to honor 
prominent statesmen of their country and State-men who were promi- 
nent in the local history of the county. The counties were organized 
by petition and the petitioners often suggested names but the wishes of 
the petitioners were ignored when some leading member of the Legisla- 
ture wanted to perpetuate the name of some distinguished hero of the 
time and sometimes this was done on the spur of the moment. Some 
of the names were given quite by accident, some by association, and 
some in honor. Whether it be wise or unwise to name counties after 
statesmen or generals, the Missouri Legislature adhered so strictly to 
this rule that over nine-tenths of the counties have such names. 

The question of properly applying names has puzzled the ancients 
before us. This difficult question has been discussed ever since the days 
of the Greek philosophers. The following fragmentary dialogue from 
Cratylus, seems sufficient proof of this assertion. 

Socrates: ‘‘Can you tell me who gives us the names which we use? 
Does not the law seem to give them? If so, the teacher, when he gives 
us a proper name, uses the work of the Legislator. Now is every man 
a Legislator; or the skilled only?’’ 

Hermogenes: ‘‘The skilled only.” 
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Socrates: ‘“‘Then not every one is able to give a name, but only 
a (poet) Maker of Names. Such is the (true) Legislator; of all skilled 
artizans in the universe the rarest.’ 


—(Socrates in Cratylus by Plato.) 

It has been thought best to give the Missouri names by counties 
in alphabetical order. First will be given the county, followed by the 
county seat town and other prominent towns, streams and natural 
features that have names. This list is neither complete nor altogether 
accurate, as reliance was had on information that often the compiler 
had no opportunity to verify. Some statements in regard to the origin 


are conflicting, and the compiler has selected those that seemed the most 
probable. 


* *” * * 


MISSOURI. 


The name of the twenty-fourth State, the eleventh ad- 
mitted to the Union, and the name of its largest river. It 
was the name of an Indian tribe living near the mouth of the 
river, but who were driven farther westward by the Illinois 
tribes. “It seems quite probable,” according to Chittenden, 
“that the word Missouri or Oumissourit was the equivalent 
or translation of the name by some other tribe, probably the 
Illinois, from whom it passed to the French.” 

The most frequent definition given is that it means 
“muddy water,” or “the great muddy river’”’ as contrasted 
with the Mississippi, whose waters are clear. If the name 
was given to the river by the Indians, it is all the more prob- 
‘ole that this is correct, but if the name was given to the 
‘vibe living on or near its mouth, then, the meaning given by 
Chittenden, that it meant in its origina! form, “dwelling near 
the mouth of the river,” has some weight. As already stated, 
the Indian gave descriptive names. Hovck gives the fol- 
lowing and the most probable explanation of the name: 
“The precise meaning of the name of the State, Missouri, is 
uncertain. It would seem to be a word of Siouan linguistic 
origin. According to Long, the Indians known to us as 
‘Missouris,’ dwelling at the mouth of this river, were called 
‘Ne-o-eta-cha,’ or ‘Ne-o-ge-he,’ signifying ‘those who built 
a town at the entrance of a river,’ and from one of these 


Siouan words the name may have been finally formed.” In 
4 














200 MISSOURI HISTORICAL REVIEW. 


a note he quotes Featherstonhaugh who says that the Da- 
kotas named the river Missouri ‘‘Minnay Shoshoh Chhray,”’ 
which is literally, ‘Water Muddy Hill.” When this was 
first suggested, he says:—‘“‘I was puzzled, but when I came 
to understand the description of the country, I thought it 
not unlikely that, as all the Indian names we were ac- 
quainted with are corruptions from the French, the word 
Missouri might have its origin in these three words. By itself 
it is not an Indian word, and therefore, it is a fair inference 
that it is a corruption. * * By taking ‘Minnay Shoshoh 
Chhray’ and abbreviating the first word ‘Minnay’ of its last 
four letters, and afterwards the others, according to the 
principles of the French, the word ‘Mi-sho-ray’ is produced. 
It is not improbable that such is the origin of the word ‘Mis- 
souri.’’’ Houck continues: ‘The word has been variously 
spelled. On Joliet’s map it is spelled ‘Mess-8-ri’ or the 
‘Mess-ou-ri,’ the figure ‘8’ invariably standing in the old 
French manuscripts for ‘oo’ or ‘ou.’ On Marquette’s map 
as published by Thevenot in 1681, it is given as ‘8-miss-8-ri’ 
that is to say, ‘Ou-miss-ou-ri,’ probably a corruption of the 
original Siouan name by the Illinois Indians adding their 
characteristic Algonquin prefix. * * Being the name of an 
Indian tribe found dwelling at or near the mouth of a river, 
this name was naturally bestowed on the river. From the 
river it was transferred to the territory organized out of the 
country through which the river ran, stretching from the 
Mississippi to the Rocky Mountains, and from this territory 
it was again transferred to the first state carved out of its 
limits.” Houck: History of the exploration and settlement of 
Missouri.” 


ADAIR COUNTY. 


Organized Jan. 29, 1841. Named for Ceneral John 
Adair, of Mercer county, Ky., who served as governor of 
that State. He died May 19, 1840. 

Kirksville, county seat of Adair county, was laid out in 
1841. Located by three commissioners, Jefferson Collins, of 
Lewis; L. R. Miller, of Clark; and Thomas Farrell, of Monroe. 
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They were instructed to locate the seat within two and one- 
half miles of the geographic center of the county. The town 
was named after Jesse Kirk who was living at that time in 
the vicinity of the newly laid out town. According to tra- 
dition his wife was cooking a turkey dinner the day the sur- 
veyors completed their work and he offered them a good 
turkey dinner and a good supply of whiskey if they would 
name the town “Kirksville.”” The offer was accepted. The 
original town contained forty acres. 

Adair, established in 1879 by M. C. Cody. 

Brashear, laid out by Richard M. Brashear in 1872 and 
in his honor named. 

Connelsville, laid out in 1902 and named after the famous 
coal and coke town in Pennsylvania. Adjoining it was the 
old town of Nineveh, which was established in 1849 by Dr. 
William Keil as a branch of the communistic colony of Bethel, 
Mo. This was on land that had belonged to D. A. Ely, and 
the town is a part of Connelsville. It was named after the 
Biblical town of Nineveh. 

Gibbs, established in 1887 by Gibbs Land Co. Name 
of one of the members of the Company. 

Millard, established in 1872 by S. F. Miller, and name 
formed from that of Miller. 

Novinger, founded by John C. Novinger in 1879 on his 
land and named for himself. 

Shibley’s Point, named after the Shibley family. 

Stahl, established in 1882 by S. F. Stahl! and for him 
named. 

Sublett, founded by P. J. Sublette in 1869 and for him 
named. 

Wilmathsville, laid out by W. B. Reynolds and named 
by him for Wilmoth McLean. It is said the name should 
be spelled Wilmothsville: 

Yarrow, named for river in Scotland. 

Youngstown, surveyed by Tyler Paine and named by 
Waddill and Miller for George Young. 

Zig, named for Ziegler. 


* * + * 
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ANDREW COUNTY. 


Organized Jan. 29th, 1841, and named in honor of An- 
drew Jackson Davis, once a prominent citizen of St. Louis 
county, formerly of Savannah, Mo. 

Savannah, county seat of Andrew county, was surveyed 
by Benjamin K. Dyer and located by a commission to locate 
a permanent seat of justice in 1841. The Commissioners 
were Elijah Armstrong, of Daviess Co.; Elijah P. Howell, of 
Clinton Co.; and Harlow Hinkston, of Buchanan Co. 

Amazonia, laid out in 1857 by P. S. Roberts, Joshua 
Bond and others. 

Bolckow, platted in 1868 by John Anderson and Ben- 
jamin A. Conrad, and named in honor of one of the officials 
of the “Platte Co. R. R.’”” ——————Bolckow. 

Fillmore, laid out in 1845 by Levi Churchill, F. K. 
Chambers, John L. Griffith and Indiana Kenyon, and named 
in honor of Millard Fillmore, who was coming into political 
prominence at that time. 

Helena, laid out in 1878 by H. C. Webster and Henry 
Snowdon. 

Nodaway, named from stream, an Indian word meaning 
“placid.” 

Rochester, site first settled by Levi Thatcher, and laid 
out by James Barnes in 1848. 

Rosendale, laid out in 1869, by John G. Gaemlich. 

Whitesville, laid out by Lyman Hunt and John D. 
White in 1848 and named in honor of the latter. 


* * *” * 


ATCHISON COUNTY. 


Organized Feb. 14th, 1845. Named in honor of David 
R. Atchison, United States Senator from 1843 to 1855 and 
who died January 26th, 1886, at Clinton, Mo. Born at 
Frogtown, Ky., in August, 1807. He was U. S. Senator 
when President Polk’s term expired March 3d, 1849, and as 
the next day March 4th, the usual day for inaugurating the 
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President, was Sunday, the ceremony of inaugurating Pres. 
Tyler was postponed to the 5th. This made Senator At- 
chison of Missouri, who was president of the Senate at the 
time, Acting President of the U. S. for one day. 

Rockport, county seat of Atchison county, laid out by 
Nathan Meek, April 8, 1851, and the county records removed 
from Linden, the old county seat. Is situated on Rock 
Creek, from whence the name. 

Fairfax, laid out by Charles EK. Perkins, in April, 1881. 

Langdon, laid out in 1880 on farm of Col. P. A. Thomp- 
son. 

Milton, laid out Nov. 19, 1867, by John VanGrundy, Sr. 
Originally called Irish Grove because most of the original 
settlers came from the north of Ireland. 

Nishnabotna, laid out by F. Volker in 1877. An Indian 
word meaning ‘“‘a river where boats were built,’ or “Canoe 
making river.” 

Phelps City, laid out Aug., 1868 by Philip A. Thompson, 
Willis Phelps and Richard Buckham, and named for Willis 
Phelps, one of the original owners. 

Tarkio, laid out in August, 1880 by Charles E. Perkins. 
Named for river on which situated. An Indian word meaning 
“walnut” or “‘a stream where walnuts grow.” 

Watson, laid out Feb. 1, 1869 by Maricn Good. 

Westboro, laid out in 1881 by Charles E. Perkins. 


* * * * 


AUDRAIN COUNTY. 


Organized December 17th, 1836. Named for James S. 
Audrain, who was a representative from St. Charles county 
in the Missouri legislature in 1830, and who died in St. 
Charles, Nov. 10th, 1831, while a member of the legislature. 

Mexico, county seat of Audrain county, laid out in 
April, 1836 by Rev. Robert C. Mansfield and James H. 
Smith. Cornelius Edwards, of Monroe; William R. Martin, 
ot Callaway; and Robert Schooling, of Boone, were the com- 
missioners appointed by the legislature to locate seat of justice. 
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Named for the country of that name, and which was named, 
or the name was derived from the Mexican name for the 
Maguy plant, which gives the people of that country so many 
of the necessities of life. It was so named in recognition of 
the excitement at that time in this State over the growing 
controversy between Mexico and the United States con- 
cerning the independence of Texas. 

Beaver Dam, which is the south fork of Salt River, gets 
its name from the fact that in early days it had a dam across 
it made by beavers. 

Benton City, platted by Maj. James S. Rollins, June—, 
1881, and named in honor of Thomas H. Benton, Senator 
from Missouri from 1820 to 1850. 

Farber, platted Jan. 1872 by Thos. W. Carter and named 
for Silas W. Farber. 

Fish Branch derives its name from the many fish that 
were found in its waters in early days. It was probably 
named by Meredith Meyers who settled on its banks in 1841. 

Laddonia, laid out by Amos Ladd and Col. Haydon in 
1871 and named for Amos Ladd, an early settler. 

Littleby Creek, named for an Englishman who settled 
on it in 1829. He built a cabin, where afterwards he was 
found torn and mutilated and it was supposed he was killed 
by wolves. 

Louter, Cuivre and Salt Creeks derive their names from 
the streams they form. 

Martinsburg, laid out in Jan. 1857 by William R. Martin, 
and named in his honor. He was a native of Ky., and settled 
near the townsite in 1854. 

Molino, named by W. R. Dudley from a list of names. 

Prairie township named from the fact that it was mainly 
composed of prairie lands. Wilson township was named for 
Daniel Wilson, an early settler in that township. Saling was 
named for a man not now known. 

Rowena, named for Dr. Samuel S. Rowe, who was a 
large land owner in the vicinity. 

Rush Hill, laid out by Reusch and Hill and the name was 
suggested from the combination of names of original owners. 
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Salt River, Louter and Cuivre townships were named 
from the streams. 

Skull Lick, so named because many skulls and human 
remains were found in a deer lick on its banks. 

Thompson, named for a pioneer family. 

Vandalia, laid out by Aaron McPike, Judge Cadwell, 
Amos Ladd and Col. Haden, in July, 1871. Named for the 
city in Illinois. 

Youngs’ Creek derives its name from an early settler, 
Benjamin Young, who located on it in 1821. Young was a 
native of North Carolina, living for a time in Kentucky and 
Howard county, Missouri, before coming to Audrain. 


* * * * 


BARRY COUNTY. 


Organized Jan. 5, 1835. Named in honor of William 
T. Barry of Kentucky, a member of President Jackson’s 
cabinet as Postmaster General 1829-1835, the first appoint- 
ment to that office. Died Aug. 30, 1835, in Liverpool, while 
Minister to Spain. 

Cassville, county seat of Barry county. Under act of 
Feb. 1, 1839, the commissioners appointed to locate permanent 
seat of justice were Joseph Porter and Chesley Cannefax of 
Greene, and John Williams of Taney. They were ordered 
to meet at George M. Gibson’s house on Spring River, Aug. 
1, 1839, and locate the seat of justice within six miles of the 
center of the county. On Aug. 1, 1839 Abel Landers was 
appointed commissioner in the place of C. Cannefax who 
failed to attend. Under act of Feb. 25, 1843, John W. 
Hancock, of Greene; James Wilson, of Newton; and Robert 
Taylor, of Dade, were appointed commissioners to locate 
permanent seat of justice, on Nov. 1, 1843, and later in No- 
vember, William Orr, of Dade; and Berry T. Parr, of Taney 
were appointed vice Hancock and Taylor, who failed to serve. 
On March 5, 1844 the county court appointed five commis- 
sioners to locate permanent seat of justice: W. Smith of Dade, 
L. Robertson and C. Cannefax of Greene, James Weems of 
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Newton, and E. J. Jarvis of Jasper. These commissioners 
located the county seat at Burtons and an election was held 
on the removal, but the county court held the election of no 
value and a second election was ordered. A majority fav- 
ored this place but the court referred or appealed the matter 
to the higher courts and it was held that the forty votes cast 
for and twenty-five against removal did not represent a 
majority of all the land or property holders in the county, 
and therefore there was no majority for removal. In June, 
1845 the court decided on a site and commissioners were 
appointed and ordered to survey and plat a town by the name 
of Cassville. N. and M. Richardson surveyed and platted 
the town June 30, 1845 under the direction of Levi H. Arnold, 
Commissioner, to sell lots. The county court named the town 
in honor of Lewis Cass, then Secretary of the Navy under 
President Tyler. 

Butterfield, platted for George Readman, of Edinburgh, 
Scotland, and acknowledged in the office of the Sheriff of 
Perthshire, September 14, 1883. He named the town for 
Butterfield, an officer of the R. R. Co. 

Cato, named for an old friendly Indian who was left 
behind by his tribe on Saline Creek. 

Exeter, laid out for George A. Purdy, September 29, 
1880. Named for town of same name in England. 

Flatcreek, named for the nature of the stream on which 
situated. 

Hailey, named for N. S. Hailey its first Postmaster. 

Jenkins, a family name. 

Leann, a family name. 

McDowell, a family name. 

Mayflower, named for the vessel that brought over the 
“Pilgrim Fathers.” 

Mineral Spring, named from the character of its water. 

Monett, surveyed by F. W. Bond, for Monett Townsite 
Co., Sept. 12, 1887, and named for the general passenger 
agent of the N. Y. Cen. R. R. 

Pioneer, surveyed for L. E. Pritchett and by him named 
in honor of all early settlers. 
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Purdy, platted in 1880 and named for an enterprising 
citizen, George A. Purdy. 

Seligman, platted September 27, 1880 by the RR. 
Co. and plat acknowledged by the company’s president, 
E. F. Winslow. Named in honor of Mrs. Seligman, the wife 
of a banker, who made a liberal gift for building a church at 
this place. 

Shell Knob, so named because of the numerous fossil 
casts found in a nearby mound. 

Washburn, settled in 1840, named for Samuel Washburn, 
a pioneer who settled Washburn’s prairie in 1828. 





* * * + 


BARTON COUNTY. 


Organized Dec. 12, 1855. Named for David Barton, 
president of the constitutional convention of 1820, and U. S. 
Senator 1820 to 1831. Died in Boonville, Mo., September 
28, 1837. The first monument erected to his memory at 
his grave was of limestone and was removed to the University 
of Missouri campus at Columbia in 1899. 

Lamar, county seat of Barton county, laid out on land 
owned by George E. Ward and his son-in-law Joseph C. Parry, 
by the county court about 1856. Named by Mrs. George 
E. Ward, wife of one of the founders, in honor of President 
Mirabeau B. Lamar, of the Republic of Texas. 

Boston, named for the New England city. 

Golden City, originally laid off in 1867 but replatted 
April 6, 1870, by F. C. Brock. 

Iantha, platted July 25, 1881 by M. N. Wills of Lamar. 

Irwin, platted by James McCormick, February 9, 1884. 

Kenoma, platted Oct. 26, 1880 by Barnebas Boggess. 

Liberal, named to reflect the sentiment of its inhabitants. 
‘“‘We do not prescribe a belief for any one, nor do we measure 
a person by his faith. Every one is judged by his own stand- 
ard and manly worth.” 

Milford, platted Nov. 15, 1869 by C. M. Wilcox. 

Mindenmines, platted April 19, 1883 by R. J. Tucker. 
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Nashville, platted by Thomas and Squire Baker Jan. 
28, 1869. A town of same name once laid out in Boone 
county, but later swept into the river. Named for the 
capital of Tennessee. 

Newport, laid out June 24, 1874 by Miles Boord. 


* * * * 


BATES COUNTY. 


Organized January 29, 1841. Named for Frederick 
Bates, second Governor of the State, who died Aug. 4, 1825, 
before the expiration of his term. Lieutenant Gov. W. H. 
Ashley, having resigned, Abraham J. Williams, of Columbia, 
president of the Senate, became governor until the special 
election in Sept. 1825, when John Miller was elected. 

Butler, county seat of Bates county, laid out in 1854 
and named in honor of William O. Butler of Kentucky, an 
officer in the Mexican war, and candidate for Vice President 
on Democratic ticket in 1848. 

Aaron, a family name. 

Adrian, named for the Roman Emperor, Hadrian or 
Adrian. 

Altona, named for a Prussian town near (all too near) 
Hamburg, which was just across the line in Germany. 

Amsterdam, named for the city in Holland. 

Foster, a family name. 

Hume, laid out in 1880 by Noah Little. 

Johnstown, surveyed by John Herbert in 1854 and name 
formed from his given name. 

Pleasant Gap, laid out by Joseph Smith, and so named 
by him because of its pleasant situation in a gap. 

Rich Hill, named for the rich land surrounding it. 

Rockville, laid out 1868 by William L. Hardesty and so 
named because in the vicinity are quarries of excellent white 
sandstone. 

Sprague, laid out by A. Blaker 1880, and named for 
Charles Sprague, a merchant. 


* 





* 
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BENTON COUNTY. 


Organized January 3, 1835. Named for Thomas Hart 
Benton, U. S. Senator from 1821 to 1851. Died April 10, 
1858. 

Warsaw, county seat of Benton county. By act Jan. 3, 
1835, John Fisher of Pettis, Thomas Kinsey of Rives and 
James McCutcheon of Morgan, were appointed commis- 
sioners to locate permanent seat of justice. They were 
directed to meet at the house of William White on Little 
Tebo, on the first Monday in April, 1835. These commis- 
sioners failed to act. By act of January 9, 1837, Bethel 
Allen of Pettis, Henry Avery of Rives, and Richard D. Brad- 
ley of Johnson were appointed commissioners to locate per- 
manent seat of justice and were directed to meet at the house 
of Markham Fristoe, near the Osage, on the second Monday 
of March, 1837. After some petitioning and a suit in court 
the county court appointed James Ramsey commissioner to 
sell lots. By order of the county court he engaged George 
Lewis, Deputy U. S. Surveyor, to ascertain the numbers of 
the land and Robert Wyatt surveyed a portion of it into 
lots Nov. 14, 1837. The plat was received, and on the first 
of Jan., 1838 the town was named ‘‘Warsaw”’ from the capital 
city of Poland. 

Bentonville, named for Thomas H. Benton. 

Cole Camp was named in honor of Stephen Cole or rather 
because this famous Indian fighter used to camp on the creek 
called Cole Camp creek on which the first post office in this 
vicinity was established. In 1857 Blakey and Brother laid 
out the town and the postoffice was moved, name and all. 
The first house in Cole Camp was built by Hosea Powers. 
He was moving west, without any plan as to where he should 
locate. Walking ahead of his teams, he came to the spot 
where Cole Camp now stands, and being pleased with the 
location, he at once determined to settle on it. He stopped 
his wagons, and being a surveyor, marked out his claim. 
He had been educated as a lawyer. In 1844 he was elected 
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to the State Senate to fill the vacancy occasioned by the 
death of Benjamin P. Majors, defeating Benjamin F. Robinson, 
of Versailles. (Lay.) 

Duren Creek, named in honor of Mannen Duren, who 
lived near its mouth. 

Edmonson, a family name. 

Edwards, a family name. 

Fristoe, named in honor of Judge Markham Fristoe, a 
member of the county court of Benton county and an early 
settler. 

Fristoe Twp. (See above.) 

Hastain, named in honor of 
name. 

Hockman, a family name. 

Ionia, laid out in 1866 by Henry Pollard and named for 
the ancient country in Asia Minor, which is the name taken 
by many Masonic lodges, and the Ionic is an order of ar- 
chitecture. 

Lake Creek, so named from the stream near which 
situated which was so named because of the numerous sloughs 
and small lakes along it in an early day. 

Lincoln, settled by Wiley Vincent, and named for Abra- 
ham Lincoln. 

Nobby, name suggested by the “knobby”’ character of 
the surrounding country. 

Wisdom, a family name, named for A. J. Wisdom. 





Hastain, a family 


* * * * 


BOLLINGER COUNTY. 


Organized March 1, 1851. Named in honor of Maj. 
George F. Bollinger, an early settler and one time State 
Senator. 

Marble Hill, county seat of Bollinger county, was lo- 
cated by a commission to locate permanent seat of justice. 
By act of—1851 David Ramsey, Isaac Chepherd, and J. J. 
Daugherty, were appointed commissioners. On December 
22, 1851 they laid out the town and called it “Dallas.” Of 
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the site of the new town Joseph Baker owned 17 acres, Joseph 
Lutes owned 11 acres, David Crader owned 10 acres, and 
Thomas Hamilton owned 12% acres. In 1864 the name of 
the town was changed to Marble Hill, so named from its 
situation on a hill of the same name composed of marble. 

Buchanan, named for James Buchanan. 

Castor, named for the Castor River near which it is 
situated. The Castor River was so named because of the 
great number of beavers along it at an early day. From 
the Greek ‘Kastor,’ meaning ‘beaver.’ 

Greenbrier, named for the well known vine. 

Hahn, a family name. 

Laflin, a family name. 

Lutesville, laid out 1869 by Eli Lutz and in his honor 
named. 

Patton, a family name. 

Sturdivant, a family name. 


* * oe * 


BOONE COUNTY. 


Organized November 16, 1820, and named for the old 
pioneer and Indian fighter, Daniel Boone, who died in St. 
Charles county, September 26, 1820. 

Columbia, county seat of Boone county, was laid out in 
1821. Land on which the first town plat of Columbia was 
located patented by the U. S. to Anderson Woods in 1817. 
In 1821 Lawrence Bass, David Jackson, John Gray and Jef- 
ferson Fulcher were appointed commissioners to locate a 
permanent seat of justice. A town company, called the 
Smithton Company, bought the land and the same year it 
was laid out by Peter Wright, surveyor. Named ‘‘Columbia”’ 
for patriotic reasons “for the queen of the world and the 
child of the skies.” 

Ashland, named for the home of Henry Clay in Kentucky. 

Note: (There was a town named Ashland, from the 
ash timber on the land on which laid out, platted in 1852 by 
Col. Eli E. Ross, at the mouth of Fox Creek, on the banks of 
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the Merimec River, which was a real estate venture. Lots 
were sold to speculators, who were beguiled by an alluring 
prospectus, but no headway was made toward building up 
a town and in process of time the property was sold for 
taxes, although the place continued to have an existence on 
the map for some time. Enc. Hist. of Mo.) 

Brown’s Station, laid out by Alfred Reise, W. A. Gooding 
and J. W. Hubbard who named it to perpetuate the name of 
Dr. Leonidas B. Brown. Made a post office in 1876. 

Centralia, laid out May, 1857 by Hon. James S. Rollins, 
M. G. Singleton, Thomas T. January and others and named 
from its central location on the North Mo. R. R. from St. 
Louis to Ottumwa, Iowa, and from the fact that it was lo- 
cated near the center of a vast prairie between Mexico and 
Huntsville, and between Columbia and Paris. 

Claysville, came into existence after the flood of 1844 
and named by admirers of Henry Clay in his honor. There 
was a town laid out by the Ramseys called Stonesport, 
named by them after Asa Stone but it was abandoned after 
the flood of 1844 and moved to higher ground, now Claysville. 

Dripping Spring, so named for a spring near by that 
drips from the rocks into a large branch which empties into 
Silver’s Fork of Perche Creek. 

Easley, a family name. 

Hallsville, laid out in 1866, and named for Judge John 
W. Hall, a citizen and its first post master. 

Harrisburg, named in honor of John W. Harris. 

Hartsburg, named for Luther D. Hart, a pioneer. 

Huntsdale, named for William Bunch Hunt, land owner 
near by. 

McBaine, named in honor of Turner McBaine. 

Midway, so named because it is midway between Co- 
lumbia and Rocheport. 

Providence, settled by John Parker in 1844. 

Rocheport, laid out in 1825 on lands of Lemon Parker, 
Abraham Barnes, John Ward and William Gaw, by William 
Shields, surveyor. The name of the place was first intended 
to be Rock Port, but it was changed to Rocheport at the 
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instance, it is said, of a French missionary who was in the 
neighborhood. The name signifies a ‘rocky port,’ or ‘port of 
rocks.’ 

Rucker, named in honor of Maj. John F. Rucker. 

Sturgeon, laid out in 1856 by the Sturgeon Town Co. of 
which company John D. Patton, James F. Hicks, and Archie 
Wayne were trustees. The site was purchased from John 
Rockford, N. B. Banks and J. B. Smith. Named in honor 
of Isaac H. Sturgeon, then the superintendent of the North 
Mo. R. R. now a part of the Wabash system. 

Woodlandville, so named because the land was covered 
with wood, and in contradistinction to prairie. 
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HISTORICAL ARTICLES IN MISSOURI NEWS- 
PAPERS DECEMBER, 1915. 


Andrew County. Savannah, Democrat 
Dec. 2. Whata Platte Purchase Pageant will tell of Missouri history. 
Dec. 9. Sketch of the life of Rev. I. R. M. Beeson, pioneer minister and 
Civil War veteran. 


Atchison County. Rockport, Atchison County Journal 
Dec. 2. Historical Sketches of the Journal and of Atchison county, by 
John D. Dopf. See later issues. 


Audrain County. Mexico, Intelligencer 
Dec. 9. Sketch of the life of Peter McCullough, the “hanging judge of 
Andersonville Prison.” 
Dec. 16. Recollections of Gen. Nathaniel Lyon, by Judge John 8. 
Weaver. 





Ledger 

Dec. 2. List of ex-Confederate Soldiers living in Mexico. 

Dec. 23. Recollections of Democratic State Convention, 1874, when 
Hardin defeated Cockrell for governor. 

Message 

Dec. 15. An incident at death of Gen. Lyon. 

Dec. 30. Recollections of Wild game in Audrain county. 





Barry County. Cassville, Democrat 
Dec. 4. Some Masonic history of Cassville. 


Barton County. Lamar, Democrat 
Dec. 16. Sketch of the life of Robert B. Blevans, Barton county pioneer. 


Bates County. Butler, Republican-Press 
Dec. 10. Sketch of the life of George E. Church, legislator. 
Democrat 
Dec. 18. Slavery days in Bates county. 
Missouri once a republic—Some early day history, by W. L. 
Webb. 





Boone County, Centralia, Fireside Guard 
Dec. 3. Some Reminiscences of Centralia, by Mrs. Lola Hays. See 


later issues. 

Dec. 10. Recollections of Centralia Massacre, by Rev. Green, an eye 
witness. 

Dec. 17. Centralia forty years ago, by J. A. Townsend. See earlier and 
later issues. 


Columbia, Times 
Dec. 15. Recollections of Centralia Massacre, by J. M. Jacks. 
Tribune 





Dec. 11. New facts concerning Missouri history from paper by Walter 
Williams. 

Dec. 13. Some facts about the Steamer Far West which carried wounded 
from Custer battlefield to Fort Lincoln. 

Dec. 16. The Ku Klux Klan in Missouri as recalled by W. H. Peterson 
of Clay county, who was a member. 

Dec. 17. Some early days railroad history in Boone county. 
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University Missourian. 

Dec. 2. Reminiscences of early days by Robert H. Smith. 

Dec. 10. Some Missouri history told at State Historical Society ban- 
quet. 

Some personal recollections of Joseph B. McCullough. 

Dec. 14. Some recollections of Senator F. M. Cockrell. 

Dec. 17. Some tributes to Senator Francis M. Cockrell at Columbia 
Memorial services. 

Dec. 20. Missouri's Last duel. 

Dec. 23. Personal recollections of Senator Francis M. Cockrell, by 

M. G. Quinn. 
Sturgeon, Leader 
Dec. 16. Personal recollections of Senator F. M. Cockrell. 





Buchanan County. St. Joseph, Gazette 
Dec. 1. Sketch of the life of Louis Fuelling, pioneer. 
Dec. 10. A honeymoon fifty years ago. 
Dec. 26. Historical sketch of Wyeth Hardware and Manufacturing 
Company, established 1859. Some incidents in early day 
merchandising. 


Cape Girardeau County. Cape Girardeau, Republican 
Dec. 10. Sketch of the life of Rev. Fred E. Kies, Sr., minister and 
founder of Jackson Volksfreund, 1886. 


Carroll County. Carrollton, Democrat 
Dec. 3. Sketch of the life of Dr. Robert E. Austin, officer in Spanish- 
American War. 


Cass County. Harrisonville, Democrat 
Dec. 9. Sketch of the life of William I. Fisher, pioneer and Confederate 
veteran. 
Dec. 30. Three years with Quantrell, by Col. John McCorkle. 
Pleasant Hill, Times 
Dec. 3. History of an abandoned railway from Pleasant Hill to Law- 
rence, Kansas. From Kansas City Times. 
Dec. 10. Some incidents in history of the Pleasant Hill Presbyterian 
church. 
Early day history of the Pacific Railroad between St. Louis 
and Kansas City. 


Clark County. Kahoka, Courier 
Dec. 10. Recollections of Kahoka in War times, 1861. 
Gazette 
Dec. 10. History of St. Francisville, Clark county, in the 50’s and 60's. 





Clay County. Excelsior Springs, Call 
Dec. 23. The beginnings of Excelsior Springs—Some reminiscences by 
Cyrus Barger. 
Standard 
Dec. 13. Sketch of the life of John B. Hyde, pioneer. 
Liberty, Advance. 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of Mrs. Martha Mather-Satterlee, Mis- 
sionary to the Indians 1836, who is buried in Clay county, 
by D. C. Allen. 








. Tribune 
Dec. 17. Sketch of the life of Sidney G. Sandusky, pioneer lawyer— 
Genealogy of Sandusky family. 








216 MISSOURI HISTORICAL REVIEW. 


Dec. 24. Recollections of a trip from Liberty to Fort Pierre in 1855. 


Clinton County. Plattsburg, Leader 
Dec. 10. Sketch of the life of Rev. William C. Rogers, pioneer minister 
aud personal friend of Alexander Campbell. 


Cole County. Jefferson City, Daily Post 
Dec. 27. Sketch of the life of Frank M. Brown, attorney. 
Dec. 28. Sketch of the life of Judge Jas. E. Hazell, State Senator from 
Moniteau county. 


Cooper County. Boonville, Republican 
Dec. 2. Sketch of the life of Capt. A. G. Tuttle, Civil War veteran. 
Dec. 16. Sketch of the life of Robert F. O’Brien, pioneer. 


Dade County. Greenfield, Advocate 
Dec. 30. History of South Greenfield. 
Vedette 
Dec. 2. Sketch of the life of George W. Freedle, Civil War veteran. 
Historical sketch of Washington University, St. Louis. 
Dec. 30. Raid of the Kinch West and Fate Roberts guerillas upon 
Greenfield in 1864, by Capt. J. W. Carmack. 





Daviess County. Gallatin, Democrat 
Dec. 9. Women of Daviess County. Historical sketch by Mrs. N. 
G. Cruzen. 

North Missourian 

Dec. 16. An incident of slavery days in Gallatin recalled by death of 
Susan Garrett, a former slave. 

Dec. 23. Sketch of the life of H. C. McDougal, Kansas City lawyer, 
historian, and Civil War veteran. 





Dunklin County. Kennett, Dunklin Democrat 
Dec. 31. The New Madrid Earthquake, from a letter written by a New 
Madrid woman in 1816 to Rev. Lorenzo Dow. 


Franklin County. Union, Republican-Headlight 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of Jacob Federhen, Civil War veteran. 
Dec. 31. Sketch of the life of Phillip Gerber, Civil War veteran. 


Gentry County. Stanberry, Herald 
Dec. 2. Reminiscences of early days in Gentry county. 


Greene County. Springfield, Leader 

Dec. 20. Recollections of early day courts in Missouri. 
Republican 
Dec. 31. List of Greene county pioneers. 





Grundy County. Trenton, Republica. 
Dec. 23. Sketch of the life of Francis M. Madden, Civil War veteran. 


Harrison County. Bethany, Democrat 
Dec. 8. Some Civil War history in Harrison county, by Isaac Neff. 
New Hampton, Herald 
Dec. 16. Historical sketch of the town of New Hampton. 
History of the New Hampton M. E. Church. 
History of the New Hampton public school. 
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Henry County. Windsor, Review 
Dec. 16. The beginnings of the Pony Express. 
Dec. 23. Missouri's most famous “dog case’’ which brought Senator 
Vest's classic tribute to the dog. 


Holt County. Oregon, Holt Co. Sentinel 
Dec. 3. Sketch of the life of Levi Oren, pioneer and Civil War veteran. 
Dec. 17. History of the benevolent orders in Craig. 


Jackson County. Independence, Examiner 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of R. D. Mize, Jackson county pioneer. 

Sketch of the life of Warren Welch, veteran of Price's cam- 
paigns and Quantrell’s raids. 

Dec. 31. Sketch of the life of Samvel D. Gregg, Missouri pioneer. 
Kansas City Journal 

Dec. 14. Sketch of the life of former Senator Francis M. Cockrell. 

Dec. 19. Reminiscences of Senator Francis M. Cockrell. 

Tributes to John Gage, banker, and Rev. Joab Spencer, pioneer 
missionary, deceased members of Missouri Valley His- 
torical Society, 

Star 
Dec. 13. Sketch of the life of Senator Francis M. Cockrell. 
Dec. 16. Historical sketch of Spalding Commercial College, established 

in Kansas City, 1866. 

Dec. 19. Some of Missouri's ‘‘lost towns'’—Historical sketches of Phila- 
delphia, Florida, Bethel and College Mound. 

Times 

Dec. 8. When Kansas City ‘“‘Seceded’”"—An account of the attempts in 

1855 and 1879 to annex the city to Kansas. 

Dec. 10. How Herman Jaeger of Newton county won the Legion of 

Honor from France. 

History of beginnings of the grape culture in Missouri fifty 
years ago. 
Dec. 22. Marcus Whitman, the preacher who rode for an empire. 








Jasper County. Carthage, Press 
Dec. 23. Sketch of the life of David King, pioneer minister and one of 
the escorts when President Lincoln’s body was brought 
from Washington. 


Jefferson County. De Soto, Press 
Dec. 17. Recollections of some of the men who framed Missouri's first 
constitution, by 8. A. Reppy. 


Johnson County. Holden, Progress 
Dec. 9. History of Holden Christian Church, organized 1860. 
Dec. 30. Sketch of the life of William Steele, pioneer. 


Lafayette County. Corder, Journal 
Dec. 9. Sketch of the life of J. W. Harrison, Civil War veteran. 
Lexington, Intelligencer 
Dec. 10. With Cockrell’s brigade in the South—Some recollections of 
the Civil War by R. Todhunter, A. A. General. 
Odessa, Democrat 
Dec. 10. Early history of Sni-a-Bar township. 





Lawrence County. Peirce City, Leader 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of John W. Hopper, Civil War veteran. 
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Lewis County. Monticello, Lewis Co. Journal 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of Judge J. P. Mitchell, Mexican War veteran. 


Linn County. Brookfield, Gazette 


Dec. 11. Sketch of the life of Henry B. Doggett, Brookfield, author and 
pioneer. 


Dec. 25. Description of Brookfield as it appeared fifty years ago. 


Livingston County. Chillicothe, Tribune 


Dec. 4. Historical sketch of Graham's milli, first water mill in Livings- 
ton county. 

Dec. 20. Livingston county pioneers. Some of the early settlers men- 
tioned in government survey of 1823, 1824, and 1834. 

Dec. 24. The ‘“‘Lost Township’’-—Some early day history of Livingston 
township. 


Macon County. Macon, Times-Democrat 


Dec. 9. Some Macon county history related at annual banquet of the 
Macon Co. Society. 


Marion County. Hannibal, Courier-Post 
Dec. 10. Sketch of the life of Rev. H. K. Hinde, former president of 
Howard-Payne College. See also Dec. 13. 
Dec. 27. Sketch of the life of Mrs. Julia M. Bennett, editor of Hannibal 
Courier in early 80's. 
———_—_————_ Palmyra, Spectator 
Dec. 1. Bethel—a communistic experiment—historical sketch of 
Bethel, Shelby county. 


Mississippi County. Charleston. Enterprise-Courier 
Dec. 16. Sketch of the life of J. D. Edwards, Missouri pioneer. 


Montgomery County. Montgomery City, Standard 
Dec. 17. Sketch of the life of G. Pitman Smith, Missouri legislator. 


Osage County. Linn, Osage Co. Republican 
Dec. 16. Recollections of an early day Christmas in Osage county. 


Pettis County. La Monte, Record 
Dec. 24. Reminiscences of Civil War experiences, by William Duke. 


Platte County. Platte City, Platte Co. Argus 
Dec. 23. Sketch of the life of Mathias Cooley, Platte county pioneer. 


Putnam County. Unionville, Republican 
Dec. 22. Sketch of the life of J. Q. Dickerson, pioneer. 


Ralls County. New London, Ralls Co. Times 
Dec. 24. Sketch of the life of Abraham V. Beavers—Number 45 in Old 


Settlers Biography Series. With an account of the 
Madisonville Fight. 


Randolph County. Huntsville, Herald 
Dec. 17. Sketch of the life of W. J. Heflin, Confederate veteran. 


Ray County. Lawson, Ray Co. Review 
Dec. 9. Sketch of the life of Joseph A. Smith, pioneer and veteran of 
Doniphan’'s expedition to Mexico. 
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Richmond, Conservator 
Dec. 2. Recollections of the past in Richmond, by Emma Ellis Conway. 
Dec. 9. Historical sketch of the old town of Bluffton, by D. C. Allen. 
—— Richmond, Missourian 
Dec. 16. Some Ray County History. 
Dec. 23. Sketch of the life of G. W. Cook, Confederate veteran. 
Dec. 30. Sketch of the life of J. W. Shotwell, pioneer lawyer and Civil 
War veteran. 
Uncle Ike Leabo’s Deer Scrap—an incident of early Ray 
county history. 
Some Civil War incidents in Richmond. 


St. Francois County. Bonne Terre, Register 
Dec. 17. Recollections of the Civil War in Washington county. 
—_—— Farmington, Times 
Dec. 17. Historical sketch of Farmington. 
———_——— Flat: River, Lead Belt News 
Dec. 17. Sketch of the life of Mrs. Sarah Stringer, daughter of John 
A. Smith, Revolutionary soldier who fought with Wash- 
ington. 


Saline County. Marshall, Democrat-News 
Dec. 9. Historical sketch of Miami. 
Dec. 30. Sketch of the life of Dr. E. M. Talbott, Confederate veteran 
and pioneer. 
Saline Co. Progress 
Dec. 3. Saline county pioneers—Series of sketches, by Dr. Chastain. 
See later issues. 
Saline Citizen 
Dec. 25. Historic St. Louis. 
Slater, Rustler 
A bit of early day hisiory of Slater. 
Sketch of the life of Rev. Joab Spencer, pioneer and missionary 
to the Indians. 








Dec. 
Dec. 


oN 


Stone County. Crane, Chronicle 


Dec. 16. The first powder mill in Missouri. Some Stone county history, 
1835. 


Sullivan County. Milan, Standard 
Dec. 16. Sketch of the life of Edmund Ash, banker and pioneer. 


Texas:County, Cabool, Enterprise 
Dec. 9. Some leaders from the Missouri Ozarks—John 8. Phelps. 
Dec. 23. Some Civil War leaders from the Missouri Ozarks, by Dr. 
J. W. Mires. 


Vernon County. Nevada, Post 
Dec. 3. An early day duel in Vernon county. 
Dec. 10. Some war incidents in the life of W. I. Fisher, personal friend 
of Major John N. Edwards. 


St. Louis City. Globe-Democrat 
Dec. 12. Some facts regarding historic old Steamer Far West now 
buried in Missouri River. 
Dec. 12. ‘Lincoln and Missouri’’—A paper read by Walter B. Stevens 
at banquet of State Historical Society. 
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Dec. 


Dec. 


21. 


. 14. 


. 19. 


26. 


31. 
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Historical sketch of two Civil War banners presented to Mis- 
souri Historical Society. 

Sketch of the life of Rev. Father Henry Moeller, former pres- 
ident of St. Louis University. 

Republic 

Tributes to Senator Francis M. Cockrell, by St. Louis friends 
and associates. 

Historical account of Company I, Confederate company under 
command of Gen. Francis M. Cockrell. 

Florida, Monroe county, the birthplace of Mark Twain— 
With pictures of the house and monument. 

Historical sketch of Boonville, by Love and Chapin. 


Reedy’s Mirror 
A Forgotten Missourian—Historical sketch of the life and times 
of James 8. Green, United States Senator, 1857-1861. 


The Missouri Mule 


June 1915. Origin of the term “mule” as applied to lawyers. An in- 


cident in University of Missouri. 
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NOTES AND DOCUMENTS. 


The Brown-Reynolds Duel, edited by Walter B. Stevens 
and published by The Franklin Club of St. Louis in 1911, has 
recently come to our notice. This is the first publication 
issued under the direction of this club. It deserves well the 
attention of the lover of the art of fine printing and of the 
student of the code duello. No expense or trouble was spared 
in making the work a fitting product of an organization whose 
objects are ‘‘the study and promotion of the various arts 
pertaining to the production of books, including the occasional 
publication, but not for profit, of books illustrating these 
arts.” In the words of Hon. F. W. Lehman, president of 
The Franklin Club of St. Louis, “‘To print books, as far as 
possible from materials hitherto unpublished and especially 
relating to the Mississippi Valley, is the primary motive of 
this Club.”” The publication of The Brown-Reynolds Duel 
marks the inception of what promises to be a remarkably 
valuable and successful series of books on Middle Western 
history. 

The Brown-Reynolds duel in 1856 marks the last blood- 
shed under the code duello between St. Louisans. Both 
principals were prominent in St. Louis affairs during that 
stormy decade in Missouri politics preceding the Civil War 
and both were later to hold influential public positions. The 
duel was happily not fatal, Brown being wounded in the leg 
and Reynolds escaping untouched. Still so strong had 
public opinion set in against the code, that never again in 
Missouri history was blood shed in its practice although it 
was later resorted to several times. The Missouri press 
condemned the duel and even the high character of Brown 
and Reynolds did not induce the St. Louis newspapers to 
feature this affair. 

The editor of The Brown-Reynolds Duel has presented his 
subject in a unique and satisfactory way. The completeness 
of the documentary chronicle and source material suggested 
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a new treatment. No footnotes or explanatory matter were 
inserted in the chronicle proper. The letters, papers and clip- 
pings relating to the duel were arranged in their chronological 
order, with guide headings, and were placed on the left-hand 
pages in italic type. All the newspaper clippings are photo- 
facsimiles as are also many of the letters. On the right-hand 
pages the explanatory narrative is set forth in Roman type 
with indented paragraph captions. The explanatory nar- 
rative is in fact not only illustrative of the documentary 
chronicle in hand but is a well constructed and interesting 
resume of the history of duelling during the first half of the 
19th century with special reference to the Missouri episodes 
of the code. Much political history of the State is also brought 
out and valuable biographical sketches are properly inserted. 
The interesting chapter on duelling in Missouri which appears 
in the work on ‘Missouri The Center State,” by the same 
author, contains much which was formerly set forth in this 
work on the Brown-Reynolds duel. The care taken by the 
editor of The Brown-Reynolds Duel in making his narrative 
both accurate and readable is obvious. That he succeeded 
does credit to his ability as a worker and writer. To make 
literature of history is the goal of many. Success comes to 
few, and those who succeed do so usually at the cost of ac- 
curacy, careful preparation of material, and scientific pre- 
sentation. Mr. Stevens in The Brown-Reynolds Duel has 
fortunately escaped paying this price. 


* * * * 


Missouri and Oregon. Of special interest to Missourians 
is an article on ‘The Organization of the Oregon Emigrating 
Companies,’ by Harrison C. Dale, in The Quarterly of the 
Oregon Historical Society for September, 1915. The part 
Missouri played in the settling of the Oregon country was 
important. Many expeditions for settling the far Northwest 
were fitted out and started from this State and hundreds of 
Missourians emigrated there. One of the most noted com- 
panies of this kind was the well known Burnett-Applegate 
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party of 1843. The leader was Peter Burnett whose resi- 
dence for years had been at Liberty, Clay county, Missouri, 
until 1842, when he moved to Weston, Missouri. Peter 
Burnett was born in Tennessee, was reared in that State and 
in Missouri, was a merchant and lawyer in Liberty for years, 
and emigrated with his family to the Oregon country to seek 
health and wealth. He was one of the early settlers in Ore- 
gon, became a member of the “Legislature Committee of 
Oregon” in 1844, and in 1845 was chosen Judge of the Su- 
preme Court of Oregon. 

In 1848 the discovery of gold in California caused Bur- 
nett to move there and become a miner. He soon turned 
from the mine to the forum and established a lucrative law 
practice. He became a member of the Legislative Assembly, 
was elected to the Superior Tribunal of California in 1849, 
and during the same year was elected the first Governor of 
the State of California. Burnett later retired from law and 
politics and became one of the influential bankers on the 
Coast. All these and many other interesting events are 
woven together in that fascinating book on Recollections and 
Opinions of an Old Pioneer, by Peter H. Burnett. 

Mr. Dale in his article has made free use of this work and 
has gathered data from many other authoritative sources. 
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HISTORICAL NEWS AND COMMENTS. 


Early Opposition to Thomas Hart Benton, by Prof. C. H. 
McClure, Head of the History Department in the Warrens- 
burg (Mo.) State Normal School, is the most valuable and 
scholarly monograph on the great statesman of Missouri and 
the West that has been published. The period from 1837 to 
1844 in Missouri political history is difficult to treat. The 
establishment of the Bank of Missouri in 1837 marks the 
beginning of the second period of banking in the State. 
Going hand in hand with the currency problem was the in- 
jection of such fundamental issues as a new State constitu- 
tion, the organization of local party machinery in Missouri, 
the Texas question, and the growing personal antagonism 
to Benton together with the split in the ranks of the Demo- 
cratic party in Missouri. The mere enumeration of these 
big questions make apparent the problems that confronted 
Prof. McClure in compiling this article. 

Not only has the author satisfactorily woven his material 
into a continuous narrative that hangs well together but he 
has made it interesting and readable. The paper is a dis- 
tinct contribution to our knowledge of Missouri history. 
Aside from the half dozen of heretofore unknown or dimly 
perceived questions that have been treated by Prof. McClure, 
the fundamental position of the author on the bitter and al- 
most fatal struggle of Benton for election in 1844 is new. 
That Benton’s supremacy was tottering long before his 
defeat in 1850 is now apparent. 


* * * a 


The second article in this Review on How Missouri 
Counties, Towns and Streams Were Named, by David W. Eaton, 
will be oi great service to all. Mr. Eaton has spent years 
in gathering his data. The value of such a work is obvious. 
A ready reference for information relating to the origin, 
meaning and historical associations of the names of Missouri 
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counties, towns and streams, has long been needed. At 
present one is forced to wade through perhaps a score of books 
to ascertain how this or that town or landmark received its 
name. This labor saving article by Mr. Eaton will be ap- 
preciated by all who have felt the past inconvenience in ob- 
taining information along such lines. 


THE STATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF MISSOURI. 


The announcement by R. M. White, president of The 
State Historical Society of Missouri, of the appointment of 
a nominating committee to select a larger committee to devise 
plans for the celebration of the Centennial of Missouri's 
Statehood, is the first step toward this important and signifi- 
cant celebration. As this committee were named Walter B. 
Stevens, St. Louis; Purd B. Wright, Kansas City; Jay L. 
Torrey, Fruitville; Walter Williams, Columbia; R. M. White, 
Mexico, chairman ex officio; and Floyd C. Shoemaker, Co- 
lumbia, secretary. 


“The committee of five,” said Mr. White, “should be guided in 
its selection of the Centennial Committee by the broadest principles 
of democracy. The Centennial Committee should be a large one, 
truly representative of the varied vocations, industries and insti- 
tutions of the people of this great State. The resolution of the 
Historical Society creating the committee so specifies. This com- 
mittee should be appointed soon in order that its members may have 
time to properly and adequately complete their work. The recent 
experience of the Indiana Centennial Committee, which began work 
last summer and has only about eighteen months to finish its labors, 
will not be repeated in Missouri. To provide a fitting memorial 
of a state’s centennial involves considerations of great significance.”’ 

“The story of the State of Missouri is one of the longest, most 
valuable and truly fascinating tales of any of the commonwealths. 
Her internal history covers over two centuries of activity; her in- 
fluence on the Nation is vividly brought to mind by her Benton, 
Barton, Doniphan, Blair, Schurz, and scores of other sons; her 
place in literature is established by a Mark Twain and a Eugene 
Field; her pioneers so largely settled the west that she may well be 
called the ‘‘Mother of the West.’’ Missouri has had a national 
audience since the day of her incorporation into the United States. 
The great Louisiana Purchase Exposition in 1904 was appropriately 
held on Missouri soil. Her struggle for statehood was one of the 
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most prolonged, important and interesting of its kind in the history 
of this country, and less than a half century later she again became 
the bone of contention for both the North and the South.”’ 

“These events alone make necessary gigantic labors to appro- 
priately celebrate the Missouri Centennial. Besides a State cele- 
bration at some one place there should be held celebrations in each 
county, city and town. The Missouri Centennial should be so well 
observed that a Missouri school boy or girl need no longer be ignor- 
ant of some of the big things in the State’s life. Pageants, the hand- 
mz.id of history, will lend themselves towards visualizing the events 
of the past. Literature, accurately and popularly written, should 
be produced for both its present and future worth. The Centennial 
Committee of The State Historical Society of Missouri will have 
important problems to work out. The celebration will demand the 
brains and State patriotism of all Missourians to do it justice. It 
is a big work and will call for the aid of the men, women and chil- 
dren of ‘Imperial Missouri.” 

‘*Missouri can well be proud of her history, and she may be 
congratulated in having planned her Centennial Celebration in 
sufficient time to insure success. Her people are ready to perform 
a gteat labor of love, the Celebration of Missouri’s Centennial.”’ 


The committee of five held its first meeting at the Planters 
Hotel in St. Louis on March 11. Among those present were 
Messrs. R. M. White, Walter B. Stevens, Purd B. Wright, 
Isidor Loeb, Walter Williams, Jay L. Torrey, and Floyd C. 
Shoemaker. The following resolution was adopted: 


Resolved, That a committee of the State Historical Society of 
Missouri be appointed to be known as the Missouri State Cen- 
tennial Committee of 1,000 the membership of which shall be se- 
lected as follows: first, five representatives from each of the 114 
counties and the city of St. Louis, and second, members from the 
State at large, representative of the vocations, industries and in- 
stitutions of the people of Missouri, under the direction of which 
committee arrangements shall be made for the celebration of the 
Centennial of Missouri. 


It was decided to hold the first meeting of the Missouri 
State Centennial Committee of 1,000 this fall at Kansas City. 
From the interest already shown in Missouri in the Centennial 
Celebration there is not reason to doubt that it will be a monu- 
mental success. The correspondence coming from all quarters 
of the State is already voluminous, showing the interest of 
Missourians in the great work under way. This correspond- 
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ence is both welcome and profitable. Suggestions of worth 
are made, which will be of great service in planning the Cen- 
tennial Celebration. Space does not permit the reproduction 
of this mass of manuscript literature but the following sug- 
gestive letter from Walter Ridgway, author, and editor of 
the Howard County Advertiser (Fayette, Missouri), is suffi- 
ciently illustrative of its value and of the interest already 
aroused in the Missouri Centennial. 


Fayette, Mo., Jan. 26, 1916. 
Editor Missouri Historical Review, 
Columbia, Mo. 
Dear Sir:— 

I was very glad to see the State Historical Society at its recent 
meeting take an initial step toward the celebration of the Hundreth 
Birthday of the State of Missouri in 1921. I thought that our 
State Legislature two years avo should have taken such a step and 
should have made some preliminary arrangements for such a cele- 
bration, and I wrote an article for the Kansas City Star urging 
some action at that time which the editor kindly published and 
commented upon. 

The completion of one hundred years of history is an event of 
moment and a reason sufficient in itself for celebration, but there is 
a greater reason why we should begin early to make plans for the 
celebration of the State’s One Hundreth Birthday five years hence. 
Missouri was the first state hewn from the primeval forests of 
the Mississippi Valley west of the great river. It was the pioneer 
of pioneers. It was both the mother and the father of the great 
empire lying west of the Mississippi River and, doubtless, has con- 
tributed more of her sons and daughters to the western states and 
territories than any other state. A celebration of her hundreth 
birthday, therefore, should interest not only Missouri but the scores 
of other commonwealths who are indebted to her for her gift of brain 
and brawn. Doubtless, the committee appointed by the State 
Historical Society will have many suggestions as to the most fitting 
way in which the State should celebrate. Looking at it from the 
standpoint of one who is interested in the matter of publicity, I 
feel that it should be made an occasion for an advertising campaign 
for the State and its resources and its institutions, and as such it 
can be made more profitable that the great World’s Fair of 1904. 

A feature of the celebration should be, it seems to me, a home- 
coming of her sons and daughteis who have wandered away blindly, 
no doubt. This may be made a leading feature of the celebration 
and may be the means of drawing many people here who will be- 
come citizens. Such a home-coming might have a great closing 
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program of some sort in one or more of the large cities or in connec- 
tion with the State Fair at Sedalia, where, undoubtedly, should be 
read a state poem or song worthy of the State, and expressive of 
the life and the light of the State. Then, too, a permanent and 
lasting feature of this celebration should be a new State history 
and a new history of the literature and of the writers of the State. 

Missouri will need five years to get ready for such an event. 
The State has to set about to get the house in order. When company 
is coming some cleaning, and dusting and scrubbing and polishing 
must be done and some clean linens must be brought out. It might 
be well in this case to get a brand new family Bible, a state consti- 
tution, if you please, to have the family well regulated before the 
guests arrive. It is equally important that the roads leading to 
the front gate should be worked. A great system of state highways 
for the guests to travel over when they come will delight the guests 
and will add to the pleasure of the hosts. 

These and many more things might be suggested to the com- 
mittee who shall arrange for the birthday party. Howard county, 
the mother of more counties than all the other counties, who has, 
also, sent her full quota of pioneers to the Golden West, and whose 
history is contemporaneous with the history of the State, joins 
heartily in the preparations for the home-coming and celebration. 

Very truly yours, 
WALTER RIDGWAY. 


The selection by the Missouri Centennial Committee of 
Five of the members at large of the Missouri State Centennial 
Committee of 1,000, is now under way. The widest publicity 
is desired in order to enable the State Centennial Committee 


of Five to obtain full information in regard to persons and 
measures. 


PERSONAL. 


Hon. GreorGe E. Cuurcu, former representative from 
Bates county, died December 6, 1915. Mr. Church was 
born December 30, 1857, at Covington Center, Wyoming 
county, New York. Coming to Missouri in 1868, he soon 
became one of the substantial farmers of Bates county. 
Agriculture was not his sole concern, however, and his keen 
interest in public questions caused him to be chosen to repre- 
sent his county in the State Legislature, an office which he 
held from 1904 to 1906. 


* * * 
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Jupce James E. Haze.t, Missouri jurist and former 
State Senator, died at his home in Jefferson City, December 
28, 1915. Judge Hazell was a conspicuous example of that 
type of self educated men so common in the Middle West a 
half century ago. He was born at Old Palestine, now Speed, 
Cooper county, January 15, 1847. His father, an old 
soldier and live stock dealer, conducted a hotel at Tipton 
and here the boy met the most prominent lawyers of Central 
Missouri. He cherished an ambition to become a lawyer, 
but his father was a man of scanty means and could not 
furnish the necessary funds for him to attend college. After 
leaving the public schools at Boonville he worked at various 
occupations saving his earnings for college, for he had not 
yet given up his ambitions. Later he entered the University 
of Michigan, where he was graduated from the law depart- 
ment in 1873. Returning to Tipton for the practice of law, 
he was twice elected prosecuting attorney of Moniteau county, 
from 1878 to 1886. It was while living in Tipton that he 
became a candidate for the State senate and was elected. 
In 1900 when Judge Shackleford was elected to Congress, 
Judge Hazell was appointed circuit judge and was afterwards 
re-elected to the same office. After retiring from the bench 
Judge Hazell took up his residence in Jefferson City, where 
he was associated with the law firm of Hazell, Lay and Mosby. 
In 1903 it was Judge Hazell who called the special grand jury 
to make the famous “‘boodle investigations” in connection 
with the preceding Legislature on the strength of revelations 
made by John A. Lee, then lieutenant governor. 


* * * * 


Jupce H. C. McDovweat, lawyer, soldier and historian, 
died December 17, 1915, in Los Angeles, Cal. Born in 
Marion county, Va., (now West Va.) Dec. 9, 1844, he was 
just entering manhood at the opening of the Civil War. He 
thus received only the limited education afforded in the 
common schools of the day being deprived of the collegiate 
course upon which he was just about to enter at the outbreak 
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of the war. At the age of sixteen he espoused the Union cause 
and throughout the war fought in Western Virginia and on 
the upper Potomac. In June 1866 President Johnson tend- 
ered him a commission as major in the regular army, which 
was declined. Soon after the close of the war young Mc- 
Dougal came to Missouri to visit his father who had located 
in Daviess county. It was during this visit that he saw the 
possibilities of the West and decided to cast his lot with the 
people of this new country. Coming to Gallatin in 1867 
he began the study of law in the office of Judge Robert L. 
Dodge, and the following year was admitted to the bar. In 
the practice of law he became associated with such men as 
Marcus A. Low, with whom he formed a partnership in 1874, 
Col. John H. Shanklin, and finally, after his removal to Kansas 
City in 1884, with Gov. T. T. Crittenden. It was as city 
counselor of Kansas City that Judge McDougal made a 
name for himself in the city’s annals. He conducted the 
city’s case in the acquisition of the National Water Works 
plant, a victory which he counted as his best achievement. 
Although a man of marked ability Judge McDougal had 
neither time nor inclination to engage in politics, preferring 
to devote his energies to the practice of his profession and to 
history and literature, a field in which he always had a keen 
love and rare talent. The fame of Judge McDougal perhaps 
rests quite as much upon his work as a historian as upon his 
success in law. His rare advantage of acquaintanceship with 
the men who made American history in the period following 
the war, combined with a keen insight into human character, 
specially equipped him for the work and give his writings 
added value. One of his best known books is a volume of 
personal recollections entitled ‘1844 to 1909." He was rec- 
ognized as an authority on the history of the Central West 
and especially of Missouri. Judge McDougal was a strong 
supporter of The State Historical Society of Missouri and 


was a member of the board of trustees at the time of his 
death. 
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Hon. G. PITMAN SMITH, lawyer and legislator, died at 
his home in Montgomery City, December 9, 1915. He was 
born in Pike county, March 8, 1849, a descendant of early 
Virginia and Connecticut settlers. His father, Rev. George 
Smith, an itinerant Methodist preacher, came to Montgomery 
City at the opening of the Civil War and became pastor of 
the church which has just been organized there. The boy 
received his early education in the public schools of Mont- 
gomery and St. Charles counties and at High Hill Academy, 
High Hill, Mo. About 1870 he went to St. Louis and began 
the study of law in the office of Trusten Polk, former governor 
of Missouri. Admitted to the bar in 1871 he was elected to 
the State legislature from St. Louis county in 1876, and for 
four years beginning 1877 he was one of the attorneys for the 
state insurance department. The success of the young 
lawyer caused him to be chosen by the Wabash railroad as 
their attorney west of the Mississippi River, a position which 
he held for thirty-seven years. The History of the Bench 
and Bar of Missouri has this to say of his ability as an at- 
torney: ‘Such was the ability and address of the young 
lawyer that he played no inconsequential part in the civic, 
political and judicial affairs of the metropolis.”’ 


* * * * 


Hon. McDeErRMotTT TuRNER, legislator and banker, died 
in a Chicago hospital, January 27, 1916. Born in Kahoka, 
Mo., May 12, 1886, he early became interested in public 
affairs and was chosen to represent Clark county in the State 
legislature. As a member of the 46th General Assembly he 
had the distinction of being the youngest member who had 
ever served in that capacity. He was made chairman of the 
justice of the peace committee and served as a member of 
the railroad and improvements, swamp lands and drainage 
and levee committees. At the close of his term of office Mr. 
Turner turned his attention to banking. At the time of his 
death he was cashier of the People’s Bank in Wyaconda. 
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“James H. Shields: An Appreciation,” by General John 
B. O'Meara, was published in The Journal of the American 
Irish Society for 1914-15. The important positions held by 
this statesman of the West, who served three American 
commonwealths in the United States Senate, makes his life 
of interest to many. Missouri, Illinois and Minnesota vie 
in doing honor to his memory. This State has erected a 
fitting monument and statue to him in Carrollton, Missouri, 
a reproduction of which is found in Gen. O’Meara’s article. 


* * * * 


An “Epistle or Diary of the Reverend Father Marie 
Joseph Durand,” reprinted in the Records of the American 
Catholic Historical Society of Philadelphia, for December, 
1915, throws some sidelights on the religious conditions in 
St. Louis and Upper Louisiana in 1806. Father Durand was 
a French Trappist who came to this country in 1805. He 
remained in the West until 1820 and his diary is filled with 
important historical data. 


* * * * 


The Journal of History for January 1916, published by 
the Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints 
(Lamoni, Iowa), continues the interesting and valuable 
article on ‘Current Reports and Opinion of early Days’’ re- 
lating to the history of the Mormons in Missouri. The ar- 
ticles are made up largely of extracts from Missouri newspapers 
of the ’30s and of copies of letters from prominent Missourians. 
They are helpful contributions to the Mormon literature of 
the State. 


v 
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